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Tue Joint Stocx Compantss Act, 1862, deprives the 
Court of Bankruptcy of all original jurisdiction in the 
winding-up of companies. In future the Court of Chan- 
cery only can order a company to be wound up, but it 
may, if it think fit, direct all subsequent proceedings to 
be carried on in the Court of Bankruptcy having juris- 
diction in the place where the registered office of the 
company is situate. Whatever other features the new 
Act may have this, at least, is an unquestionable im- 
provement, and its first result is visible already in a new 
and complete set of General Orders for regulating the 
mode of procedure under the Act. ‘Ihey are to take 
effect and to come into operation on the 25th of the 
present month. Winding-up proceedings are to be ini- 
tiated by a petition in Chancery, to be advertised seven 
clear days before the hearing, and verified by an affidavit 
sworn and filed within four days after the petition is pre- 
sented. It is to be advertised seven clear days before 
the hearing, and the order for winding-up is also to be 
advertised within twelve days after the date. The solici- 
tor of the Official Liquidator is to conduct all such pro- 
ceedings as are ordinarily conducted by solicitors, and 
the fees and charges to which he is entitled are fixed in 
the schedule. 


Ar THe Nisi Paivs Sirrmncs at Guildhall last week, 
in consequence of several applications having been made 
for making remanets of cases till the sittings after term, 
Mr. Justice Crompton stated that he considered these 
Guildhall sittings productive of more harm than good. 
Everyone was put to great inconvenience by them, and 
jurors were summoned and had to lose their time, and 
suitors, after their causes are entered, and they have been 
put to the expense of bringing their witnesses, have had 
to submit to the postponement of their cases, because 
it was inconvenient for counsel to attend, their attend- 
ance being required at the same time at Westminster. 
The consequence was, that they had to make applica- 
tion for the postponement of the cases they were engaged 
in. The jury also complained of the inconvenience they 
were put to in haying to attend these sittings. Mr. 
Justice Crompton considered these sittings in Term 
extremely unsatisfactory and inconvenient, and observed 
that the cases tried at them were generally for very 
small matters. 


Sir Greorce Bowyrr's Bill for the better government 
of the Inns of Court, although unsuccessful in Parlia- 
ment, has not we believe, been wholly without effect 
among the benchers of the four ancient and honourable 
Societies. It is rumoured that they are now engaged in 
considering a proposition which has been submitted to 
them for the establishment of a court of discipline com- 
posed of benchers of all the Inns. There is no doubt 
that this would be of itself a great improvement upon 
the present system, which causes a notable variety in 
the discipline of the four societies; and it is likely 





that the rg, will not be confined merely to the con 


stitution of the council or court for the considera- 
tion and adjudication of charges of professional delin- 
quencies, but that some well advised and systematic 
procedure to meet such objections as arose in Mr. Sey- 
mour’s case will be adopted. 

Mr. Baron Wixps has been obliged for the present 
to retire from his judicial work on account of ill-health. 
We believe that he has obtained leave of absence for 


|. three months in the hope that he may be restored by 


change of scéne, and the enjoyment ofa real vacation. 
Both he and Mr. Justice Mellor suffered severely in 
health from the very protracted assizes at Liverpool last 
autumn. It is rumoured that when Manchester has a 





court-house fit for 
Midland Circuit. 
Ar tas Posiic Examiation of the students of the 
Inns of Court, held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on the 30th 
and 31st of October, and the Ist of November, 1862, 
the Council of Legal Education awarded to Edward 
Gilbert Herbert, Esq., a studentship of fifty guineas per 
annum, to continue for a period of three years; and te 
John H. Gough, Esq., a certificate of honour of the first 
class ; and to Mordaunt Pemberton, Esq., Alexander J. 
Robertson, Esq., George Miller, Esq., Robert French 
Sheriff, Esq., James Mew, Esq., Edmund Turnor, Esq, 
James P. Wyatt, Esq., Robert William Cary Keevea, 
Esq., Robert Watson, Esq., and William Henry Alex- 
ander, Esq., certificates that they have: satisfactorily 
passed a public examination. ‘ 
Tue Fottowine GentLEMeN were called to the bar 
on the 17th inst. :— as 
Inner Temple.—David Knox Mair, Esq., M.A,, 
Thomas James Richard Hilton, Esq., B.A., Alexander 
Oliver, Esq., B.A., Jean Pierre Georges Aubin, Esq, 
Robert Watson, Esq., Robert William Cary Reeves, 
a. LL.B., Philip Albert Myburgh, Esq., B.A, 
Hubert Seymour Leeson, Esq., the Hon. Edward Ni ugent 
Leeson, B.A., Henry Davidson, Esq., M.A., John & 
ward Meek, Esq., B.A., Charles Edward Fox, Esq., B.A, 
John Edward Barker, Esq., M.A., Alfred Jobling, Esq., 
Robert French Sheriff, Esq., Richard Lambert, Esq. 
Brian Wilkes Waud, Esq., B.A., and Florence Craufurd 
Grove, Esq. 
Middle Temple.—Richard Tarrant Harrison, Esq., 
Charles Philip Cooper, Esq., Edmund Russell Koberts, 
oy Esq., Daniel Logan, Esq., and Charles Lightfoot, 


Vinscibute:tie. eile Gilbert Herbert, Eeq., LL.B, 
(holder of the studentship of Michaelmas Term, 1862),; 
‘Thomas George Fardell, Esq., B.A., George Moody, Esq,, 
M.A., John Ross Coulthart, Esq., John Booth, E 
M.A., Edward Howorth All®n, eq, B.A., John Kn 
Jope Hichens, Esq., M.A., Thomas Tindall Methiold, 

., B.A., Edward John Foster, Esq., B.A., Marshall 
Hall, Fsq., Horace Waddington, Esq., M.A., Geo 
Isaac Foster Cooke, Esq., B.A., Clifford Evans Fowler 
Nash, Esq., B.A., Walter Morshead, Esq., B.C.L. and 
M.A., Kenyon Charles Shirecliffe Parker, Esq., Henry 
Burrell, Esq., B.A., Woodyer Merricks Buckton, Esq., 
Lewis Pugh Evans, Esq., M.A., James Stirling, Esq, 
B.A., and Thomas Lloyd Murray Browne, Esq., B.A. 

Gray’s-inn.—Berkeley William King, Esq. 

PartraMEnT WAs Prorocuep on the 13th instant until 
the 13th of January. ‘The Legislature is not expected 
to assemble for the despatch of business before the first 
week in February. © 


Basoo Sumpnoo Natu Punpit, a lawyer of high 
reputation at the Calcutta Bar, has been appointed 
judge of the High Court of Calcutta.. We believe that _ 
this is the first time a native lawyer has been appointed 
a judge. There is at present a Hindoo of high caste 
keeping his terms at Lincoln’s-inn. — 

Tue Juripicay Socrery will hold its next meeting on 
Monday, the 24th of November, at 8 o'clock, when the 


assizes, York will be added’ to the 


discussion of Mr. Westlake’s Paper on “ ‘The proposed 


Alterations in the Law of Blockade,” will be resumed by 
Mr. Collier, Q.C., M.P. ‘Ihe paper has been published 
by Ridgway, in the shape of a pamphlet, for the con- 
venience of those who desire to take part in or be present 
at the adjourned discussion. 


Mr. Sovrnaats anp Mr. Hosnovussz, two of the 
recently appointed Queen's Counsel, have. it is said, de- 
cided upon confining their practice to the Rolls, and we 
believe that Mr. Josiah W. Smith has joined the Inner 
Bar of the Vice-Chancellor Stuart's Court. 


Ir 1s sratep that Mr. J. Carew, the Registrar of the 
Exeter District Bankruptcy Court, is about to retire 
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from his official duties. Mr. Carew has been registrar of 
the Court for twenty years. 


A new Generat Orper in Lunacy has been pub- 
fished. It is intended to carry into effect the provisions 
of the Lunacy Regulation Act, 1862. 


Mr. Waare ey, Q.C., of the Common Law Bar, died 
on the 15th instant, at his residence, Park-street, West- 
minster. Mr. Whateley was called to the bar in 1320, 
and was appointed Queen’s Counsel in 1841. ° 


Tux Coztony or Qugensianp, it appears, has at 
present a vacancy for a judge. We believe the salary is 
about £1,500 a-year. 


MAGISTRATES’ SUMMARY JURISDICTION, 

The duties and jurisdiction of justices of the peace, 
whether in sessions or out of sessions, are so onerous in 
themselves, and their efficient discharge is of so much 
importance to society, that whatever makes them unne- 
eessarily difficult of ascertainment, must be regarded as 
a public evil. It may be questioned, indeed, whether the 
anpaid magistracy do not exercise judicial functions that 
axe, upon the whole, of greater consequence to the coni- 
munity than those which belong to the judges of 
Westminster Hall. No doubt weightier matters are 
disposed of by the judges, at Nisi Prius and assizes, yet 
they bear, in point of number, so small a proportion to 
the cases decided by justices of the peace, that if there 
were any means of estimating the aggregate importance 
en either side, the magistrates would probably be found to 
eccupy the first place. With a jurisdiction by no means 
eonfined to criminal matters, magistrates are required not 
enly to adjudicate upon petty criminal charges, and to 
conduct the preliminary investigations which are inci- 
dental to indictable offences, but also to discharge nume- 
rous guasi-judicial or administrative functions relating to 
local business.of a public character. They have, more- 
over, a special civil jurisgiction in a variety of matters 
which need not be here enumerated. In fact, as has 
been well remarked, “ the administration of the law, in 
every-day affairs, is altogether entrusted to magistrates. 
In reference to law as its operation affects the masses of 
ople, Justice law is infinitely more important than 
Westminster Hall law. The great body of the people 
pass year after year without hearing one word about the 
ester courts at Westminster; but they are on all 
sides surrounded by magistrates’ courts, in which are 

transacted the daily work of popular legal affairs.” 
Considerations like these cause many persons to come 
to the conclusion that it is unwise and unreasonable 
to rely upon an unlearned and unpaid magistracy for the 
Sacnange of such important and difficult duties. It has 
been asked how a country justice of the peace—without 
legal education or training of any kind—can be expected 
to administer properly a body of law scattered through 
a.yast number of statutory enactments, which (until 
lately at all events) could boast of nothing like logical 
arrangement, or indeed any kind of order or harmony? 
It has been often urged that before a magistrate is per- 
mitted to “ inflict his views” of this multitude of intri- 
eate statutes, he should be obliged to afford at least such 
prima facie evidence of his competency as might be in- 
ferred from a suitable legal training. ‘The necessary re- 
sult of all such arguments would be to substitute profes- 
sional stipendiaries for the great majority of our unpaid 
magistracy. But inasmuch as such a proceeding would 
be necessarily attended with vast expense, and would be 
moreover most unsatisfactory to the country at large, we 
entirely sympathise with Mr. Oke in the views which he 
has recently propounded on this subject, and recommend 
to our readers, who are interested in the question, the 
eareful consideration of his scheme for a new and com- 
prehensive code to govern the summary jurisdiction of 
justices. There are about nine hundred persons in 
England and Wales who, as the clerks or advisers of 
magistrates, are not only interested in the subject, but 








are, from their experience, competent to pronounce 
an opinion upon the pro measure, and we now give 
such an account of it for their benefit as may enable 
those who have not had the good fortune to meet with 
Mr. Oke’s brochure, to form some opinion of its merits. 

After stating that the offences, so called, in respect of 
which justices are empowered to impose fines or terms 
of imprisonment are upwards of 2,000, and that there 
are at least 500 offences indictable and triable before 
a jury which must previously undergo an investigation 
before justices, Mr. Oke proceeds to pont out the prac- 
tical defects in existing procedure. First and foremost, 
he finds fault (very justly) with Jervis’s Act (11 & 12 
Vict. ¢. 43), which has the grievous vice of con- 
taining an implied repeal of all “ inconsistent Acts.” 
No consolidation statute disfigured by this radical defect 
can be otherwise than confused and unsatisfactory. 
When the late Lord Chancellor Campbell brought for- 
ward the Statute Law Revision Bill, 1861, he said that 
“no lawyer, however laborious have been his studies, 
could take upon himself to state what statutes are now 
in force and what have been repealed, particularly after 
the vicious mode of 0a 4 Acts of Parliament by 
which statutes were repealed, not expressly, but by 
simply enacting that all statutes inconsistent with that 
particular Act should be repealed. The difficulty, ot 
course, was to decide what statutes were inconsistent 
with it.” Although the great Government Bill of that 
session, which afterwards became the Bankruptey and 
Insolvency Act 1861, was itself a most woful specimen 
of this same vice, and therefore it might be supposed 
that Lord Campbell was somewhat singular in his anti- 
pathy to the system of implied repeals, yet it eannot be 
denied that the principle is vicious and traught with all 
the elements of confusion. It is no wonder, therefore, 
that Jervis's Act does not give that facility to justices in 
the exercise of their increasing duties which was ex- 
pected. As this Act is the only one that at all resembles 
a code for governing the procedure of magistrates in 
ceases where they have summary jurisdiction, we give Mr. 
Oke’s criticism upon it at length. 

It does not creat2 a uniformity of practice, for it exem 
from its operation so many offences and mattcrs to which 
some, if not all, of its provisions might advantageously have 
been applied, and contains in every fourth or fifth section some 
exception or proviso as to portions of procedure fe tee by 
other enactments, which should have been repealed, that its 
utility is much impaired; it being in fact and practically of 
limited operation, and, in-many cases, only of a cumulative 
character, thereby creating confusion and uncertainty in the 
application of its provisions, as the questions submitted to the 
superior courts from time to time abundantly testify. It has 
likewise in many cases of modern legislation been referred to 
as the Act containing the procedure without due consideration 


of the nature of its provisions, to many of which it was never 


intended to apply, and as respects others it provides no adequate 
machinery to carry out; whilst many statutes passed after- 
wards, to which it would have applied, have, regardless of the 
procedure provided by it, embodied similar clauses to those in 
it on procedure, and others have contained new and unneces- 
sary enactments, applicable, in some instances only partially, 
to the steps taken in the same class or description of cases. 
As an illustration of recent date—in four of the important 
Criminal Law Consolidation Acts of the last session there 
were upwards of twenty clauses as to procedure which are 
unnecessary, or were already law and enacted in almost similar 
terms in the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, which is also specially, though 
unnecessarily, referred to in those statutes, and which clauses 
would havé been more appropriate in a Consolidated Proce- 
dure Bill, and must be repealed when snch a measure is 
brought before Parliament. In confirmation of this view, it 
is considered necessary in this present session, by a bill pro- 
moted by the Government, to amend these four Acts in re- 
gard to Ireland, by enacting that certain provisions in them as 


to procedure for offences punishable summarily should not ex- . 


tend to Ireland, which had already a better and more eompre- 
hensive code of procedure provided eleven years since in the 
14 & 15 Vict. ¢, 93, which is admirably suited to vk isd 
sessions courts in that part of the kingdom (and which the 
officials there do not, I understand, desire to see altered), and 
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is three years later in point of time than our own incomplete 
measure, the defects in which were avoided, although in England 
the summary jurisdiction is far more extensive and important. 

It may fairly be doubted whether even the superior 
judges of Westminster Hall could be expected—out of 
such confused and conflicting elements as are supplied by 
the host of statutory- enactments conferring summary 
jurisdiction upon magistrates—to build up any harmo- 
nious or satisfactory system of law. ‘There would 
certainly be no good ground for hoping that stipen- 
diary magistrates would be able to put a wiser construc- 
tion upon these enactments, or give greater satisfaction in 
dispensing justice under their provisions, than the 
unpaid magistracy now manage to do with the help of 
their clerks. Nor can it be denied that the English 
public is generally in favour of an unpaid magistracy, 
although there is sometimes a good deal of snarling 
about the decisions of country justices in game-law cases. 
But the magistrates themselves feel no less than the 
public that their duties are rendered unnecessarily 
onerous and embarrassing by the present condition of 
the statute book; and although we have never been very 
vehement supporters of what are called codes, we cannot 
but agree with Mr. Oke that at all events the procedure 
in cases of summary jurisdiction might be greatly sim- 
plified without much difficulty. An end ought to be put 
to needless and purely accidental diversities of proce- 
dure. The useless lumber affecting proceedings before 
ee should be cleared away from the statute- 
book, and all doubt arising from implied repeals removed 
by a statute declaring substantively the practice that is 
intended to be in force in such cases. Nir. Oke’s sug- 
o— for the framing: of such a measure are as 

‘ollows :— 

1. A repeal of the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43; 20 & 21 Vict. ¢. 43; 
21 & 22 Vict. c. 73; and procedure clauses in Acts creating 
jurisdiction, and in the metropolitan and city police Acts: 

2. Provisions defining jurisdiction and powers of all de- 
scriptions of justices: P 

3. Provisions applying the new measure to the whole snm- 
mary jurisdiction, including revenue cases, and giving a uni- 
form procedure, from the preferring of the information to the 
final appeal, in which many new enactments and improve- 
ments should be introduced; 

4. Prohibiting cases being determined at justice’s residence, 
except two justices be present: 

5, Providing a uniform scale of imprisonment in default of 
payment cf penalties, &c.: 

6. Providing a summary mode of estreating recognizances, 
without. going to. the quarter sessions, as allowed in the Metro- 
politan police courts by 2°&°3 Vict, c. 71, 8, 45: 

7. Providing shorter forms of proceedings: 

8. Removing doubts as to the death or removal of justices 
abating proceedings which are uncompleted: 

9. Giving an appeal in all cases upon the facts or law to the 
quarter sessions, with a procedure similar to 24 & 25 Vict. c. 
96, s. 110, as well as upon the law only to any superior court 
as now; and in which it is, I believe, possible to reduce the 
expense of appealing: 

10. Provisions empowering the clerks to magistrates to sign 
and issue summonses, and to adjourn petty sessions when 
necessary : 

11. Providing 2 uniform mode of convening special sessions, 
in lieu of the present circuitous one through the high and petty 
constables: 

12, Providing the course to be taken by justices when ques- 
tions of right or title arise before them: 

13, Assimilating the procedure on the hearing of charges of 
larceny, &c., under the Juvenile Offenders Act, to that pro- 
vided by the, Criminal Justice Act: 

14, Extending such procedure to the punishment of juve- 
niles committing frauds, or reeciving stolen goods, or em- 
bezzling property of a small amount—say not exceeding £1: 

15. Extending clauses 25 to 30 of the Metropolitan Police 
Act, 2 & 3 Vict. c..71, as to unlawful possession of property, 
and 8, 40, as to the detention of goods, to the whole country. 

We need hardly say that we entirely approve of the 
scheme which Mr. Oke has thus ske ed out, and we 
a that it may be embodied in some bill: to be laid 
before Parliament in the ensuing session. 











CONSULAR COURTS, 

The decisions of consular courts do not often at- 
tract the notice of lawyers at home. Indeed, it is one 
of those anomalies for which English administration is 
remarkable, ‘that although our consuls all over the 
world have at least a jurisdiction arbitrale over those of 
our countrymen who happen to be within their pro» 
vince, and under the Mercantile Marine Act consuls 
are members of naval courts for the trial of important 
cases relating to discipline on shipboard, they are as a 
rule entirely without legal training of any kind, and as 
a matter of course are frequently found acting in 
a manner that betrays entire unconsciousness of ung 
lish law, and of the ordinary practice of our courts. im 
Mahomedan countries, and also in China, where by. 
treaty our consular agents have an exclusive jurisdiction 
both civil and criminal over British subjects within cer- 
tain large districts, it has been found necessary to ap- 

int lawyers to superintend the discharge of these 
judicial functions, and a Supreme Consular Court lias 
been established at Constantinople, with exclusive juris* 
diction in all matters civil and,criminal within that dis- 
trict. It has also a concurrent jurisdiction with the pro- 
vincial consular courts, which are presided over by the 
consuls of the several districts. ‘The manner in which 
these gentlemen exercise the judicial office, and the 
kind of decisions they sometimes make, are well exem- 
plified by a case recently reported in the Levant Herald, 
an English newspaper published at Constantinople. It 
appears that on the 20th of August last, Mr. Joha 

raser, her Majesty’s acting consul at the Dardanelles, 
decreed an adjudication in bankruptcy against Mr. Ex- 
Consul Calvert, lately of the same post. In ignorance 
of the legal requisites of such a proceeding it seems 
that he required from the petitioning creditor neither 
proof of the alleged debt. or of any act of bankruptcy, 
nor even the exhibition of the power of attorney undér 
which he professed to be acting for his London principal, 
but accepting a telegram from Mr. Acting-Judge Fran- 
cis of the Supreme Court, in lieu of all three, pro- 
nounced a ‘fiat ‘“‘on his own authority as a judge.” 
The matter was subsequently brought before Mr. 
Francis, the Acting-Judge of the Supreme Con- 
sular Court, and the following report of the case from 
the sanre paper tells its own story sufficiently :— 

Oct. 24.—Re Frederick William Calvert's Bankruptey.— 
Adjudication annulled—In this case Mr. Tinney had, on p 
former day, applied to quash the adjudication of bankrupt 
made agninst H. M. late consul at the Dardanelles by Mr. - 
Fraser, the present acting-consul, on the grounds that there had 
been no legal petitioner, no legal debt, no proof of trading, nor 
any act of bankruptcy, and that the acting consul, at the time 
of the adjudication, had refused to hear against it the holder of 
a power of attorney from Mr. Calvert. In support of this last 
ground of his application, the learned gentlemen had relied an 
the case of Re Frampton, argued before the Lords Justices, and 
in which it had been decided that a solicitor retained ty an 
agent of an absent trader might appear to contest an adjudica- 
tion of bankruptcy. 

On this last argument the Court now decided that the cage 
cited did not apply, inasmuch as the power of attorney produced 
by Mr. Calvert’s agent did not in terms authorise him to resist 
proceedings in bankruptcy. Had he, indeed, employed counsel 
or a solicitor to appear for his principal, it would have been 
different. As it was, the application on this grourd must ke 
refused. On the others, however, it was evident that the whole 
judicial conduct of the matter had been so informal and irre- 
gular that the adjudication must be annulled. 

Mr. Fry appeared in sepport of the adjudication, 

In juxtaposition with this case we are tempted to 
place a short extract from the evidence taken before the 
parliamentary committee on consular service in 1858. It 
consists merely of a few questions addressed to Mr. 
Hammond, of the Foreign Office, and of that gentle- 
man’s apswers : — 

Q. Does not the very fact of your appointing a barrister-te 
act as judge and vice-consyl show that a knowledge of. law 
would be a very great benefit.to our consuls generally ? 
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A, Ouly iu the Levant; and I should say that so much of 
the civil bu.iness there depends upon the custom of the 
Levant, that a legal education is not required for a consul even 
there, and might perhaps be rather a disadvantage than other- 
wise. 

Q. The French have no necessity to change their plan, inas- 
much as they have in the cancelliera man who is a legal 
alviscr ? : 

A. Yes, a man of legal education. 

Q. Does he decide cases between French subjects ? 

A, I imagine he acts rather as assessor and adviser. 

Q. This appointment at Constantinople does not interfere 
with the other consuls in the interior of Turkey in any way, 
does it ? 

A. They are subject to the jurisdiction of the judge; they 
are to obey the orders and report to the judge what they do. 


Calvert's case is a forcible illustration of the incon- 
venience arising from the telegraphic mode of hearing 
and deciding causes. If the peo and even the acting 
consuls of the Levant are to retain their power of adju- 
dicating in bankruptcy, and in every other kind of 
eivil as well as of criminal business, it is highly advis- 
ab'e that they should be obliged to qualify themselves, 
to some extent at least, for the discharge of such im- 
portant functions. In justice to the Foreign Office we 
ought to say that it has made the suggestion to the 
Civil Service Commissioners, and that they profess to 
require of candidates for the consular service “a suffi- 
eient knowledge of British mercantile and commercial 
Taw to enable them to deal with questions arising be- 
tween British shipmasters and seamen.” The vague and 
illogical language of the commissioners is of itself evi- 
dence enough that it merely covers a pretence. Indeed, 
even if they were sincere, it would be well nigh impos- 
sible for them at present to succeed in their wishes. 
How or where are these candidates to gain the requisite 
Knowledge? They can hardly be expected to enter 
one of the Inns of Court or the Incorporated Law So- 
eiety for this purpose, and but few of them have the 
advantage of a university education. Until something 
like a Law University is established, the most that the 
ean do, will be to obtain the services of some coach wit 
special facilities for cramming, and even this will neces- 
sarily be of the most perfunctory character. 

Before leaving Calvert's case, we ought not to omit 
mentioning that it subsequently gave rise to another 
strange proceeding before the Supreme Court at Con- 
stantinople. It appears that Francis Calvert, a brother 
of ex-consul Frederick William Calvert, the adjudicated 
bankrupt, a few days after the adjudication of bank- 
ruptcy, happened to meet Mr. Acting-Consul Fraser in 
some place of public entertainment, and there ensued an 
altercation, cut of which arose a charge which was 
brought against Mr. Francis Calvert before the Supreme 
Consular Court. In the report of the case the accusa- 
tion runs as follows :— 


For that he, on the 12th day of October, intending and con- 
triving to scandalize and vilify John Fraser, H. M.’s Acting- 
G@onsul for the Dardanelles, in his capacity as acting-consul, 
as judge in the bankruptcy of one Frederick William Calvert, 
and whilst he was such Consul so acting. maliciously did 
publish and utter to the said John Fraser—“ You make bank- 
ruptcies to order,” 


Our Levant contemporary contains a very elaborate 
report of the argument on this important —— 
and is very indignant with Mr. Francis, the acting- 
judge, for asserting his determination to protect t 
acting-consul in the discharge of his “judicial” functions. 
We confess to some surprise at the severity of the sen- 
tence—a fine of £20 with costs, and imprisonment for 
fourteen days—when we bear in mind that Mr. Calvert 
had said nothing more than what Mr. Hammond, the 
practical chief of the Foreign Office, said before 
a mae ee committee—and moreover that he 
spoke what was in itself the simple truth. ~We 
have seen that Mr. Hammond is disposed to re- 
gard legal knowledge in consuls as “rather a disad- 





vantage than otherwise,” and that the provincial consuls 
are to “ obey the orders of the judge.” At the same 
time we feel that it would be unjust to Mr. Francis to 
visit him with any blame in the matter. It is not long 
since he was mpperea to the judicial office, and he 
brought to it a high character both for learning and 
d sense. But he is placed in circumstances o t 
ifficulty, and is compelled to undertake duties which 
it is ne to discharge satisfactorily. He is often 
compelled to decide without hearing, and sometimes to 
ronounce his decisions in telegrammatic language. It 
is hard that he should be obliged to act upon state- 
ments coming from persons who have no conception 
about law, and to insist upon respect being paid to 
judges who are unacquainted with the first principles 
of justice—doctores sine doctrind; Magistri artium 
sine artibus, 





EQUITY. 


Wirr—Annuiry. — A testator bequeathed certain 
leaseholds to a trustee upon trust to receive the rents 
and profits, and pay the annual sum of £60 to H. for 
her life, and after her decease, and the raising of a sum 
of £400 thereby directed to be raised out of the said 
rents and profits, upon trust to assign the said premises, 
or such part thereof as should remain undisposed of, to 
G. absolutely. 

Held, per Lord Chancellor, that the annuity of £60 
to H. was chargeable upon the corpus of the testator’s 
estate.— Phillips v. Gutteridge, L. C.,.11 W. R. 12. 


TaxatTron—Dovsie scaLe or cHArces.—A solicitor 
delivered a bill of costs, the items of which were drawn 
up in double columns, one column stating the amount 
due in the event of a taxation, the other, the amount 
due in the absence of a taxation. The client tendered 
the lower amount, which was refused, unless the client 
obtained an order to tax the bill. This he declined to 
do, and ultimately, in order to obtain possession of his 
papers, the client paid the larger sum, and afterwards 
presented a petition to tax. 

Held, per Master of the Rolls, that he was entitled 
to the coder upon the ground that the payment of the 
larger or the smaller sum had not been fairly left to 
the option and judgment of the client.— Lett, 
M.R., 11 W. RB. 15. - 


ApMINISTRATION—ExeEcuToR—WitruL Deravuit.— 
Held, per Vice-Chancellor Wood, that for the purpose of 
obtaining an inquiry as to wilful default against an ex- 
ecutor, the bill must charge some specific item upon 
which to found the inquiry. A mere general allega- 
tion will not induce the Court to grant such an inquiry. 
—Massey v. Massey, V. C. W., 11 W. R. 19. 


Sreciric Perrormance.—In this case the Master of 
the Rolls held that when a company enters into an un- 
conditional contract for the taking and purchase of land 
under their parliamentary powers, they mnst perform 
such contract, and pay the purchase or compensation 
money within a reasonable time, and cannot postpone 
the period of completion until they require to use the 
land so purchased for the purpose of their works.. His 
Honour further held that although on a purchase of land 
by a company from a tenant for life or other person 
having a limited interest, the Lands Clauses Act re- 
quires (sect. 9.) the fairness of the the purchase or com- 
pensation money to be determined by the certificate of 
two surveyors, the Court will not refuse to entertain 
a suit by the tenant for life for specific performance of 
the agreement to purchase, on the ground that no such 


certificate has been obtained ; but the Court will ascer- 


tain for itself the fairness of such price by means of an 
inquiry in the suit.—Baker v. The Metropolitan Rail- 
way Company, M. R., 11 W.R. 18. 
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REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING, 


Correspondence. 

ENFRANCHISEMENT OF COPYHOLDS—FREEBENCH OF WIFE. 
—The point raised by “ R. W.” (anle p. 8) recently occurred to 
me in practice in a copyhold estate held under a manor where 
the custom is the same as that stated by “ R. W.” As the wife's 
right attaches to any property of which the husband is seized 
at any time during the coverture, I think it is clear on principle 
that, having once attached, it cannot be defeated by any act of 
the husband or of the lord, The enfranchisement destroys the 
copyhold tenure, and, therefore, the wife cannot afterwards re- 
Jease her interest by surrender, but the land being enfranchised 
she may release her right by an assurance acknowledged in 
accordance with the Act for abolishing fines and recoveries, 
which was the course I pursued. L.F. 








COMMON LAW. 


Notice OF pisHonour.—A promise made by the ac- 
ceptor to pay a bill after it has become due and dis- 
honoured is evidence from which a jury may infer 
either notice or waiver of notice, akboegh the jury 
find that, in fact, there was no notice.— Woods vy. Dean, 
Q.B., 11 W. R. 22. 

Loan socrery.—A bond given to a loan society con- 
tained a covenant for the, payment, in case of default 
being made in the monthly instalments, of “the fur- 
ther sum of one shilling for each and every pound of 
the said monthly instalments which should not have 
ry paid on the day when such instalments became 

ue.” 

Held, that such penalty was not recoverable in respect 
of a fraction of a pound in arrear.—The Three Towns 
Society (Limited) v. Doyle, C. P., 11 W. R. 22. 

Commission—Mercuant Surprine Act.—lhe plain- 
tiff, on undertaking to negotiate for the defendant a loan 
of money, received from him a memorandum to the 
effect that he agreed to accept through the plaintiff the 
loan of £7,000 on the security of his steamship, on his 
handing, amongst other things, as security, a 1 mort- 
gage on his steamship, and to pay for negotiating the 
same five per cent. commission on the amount. The 
loan was negotiated by the plaintiff, but the lender re- 
fused to complete it on hearing that the ship was al- 
ready mortgaged for a sum far exceeding the amount of 
the opestt inte. 

eld, that it was for the jury to say whether the 
parties must be taken to have meant a first mo: e, 
and that if so, and the lender on that ground declined 
to make the advance, the plaintiff was entitled to 
commission.— Thompson v. Clark, Q. B., 11 W. R. 23. 

Contract—SALE—IMPLIED WARRANTY OF SEED.— 
Qn a contract for the purchase of seed to be grown by 
the seller “of a good growing stock,” 

Held, that there was no implied warranty that the 
seed should be “ growing seed,” or such seed as should 
gern Appellant, v. Button, Respondent, Q. B., 
11 W. R. 25. 


COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn, and 
Justices WIGHTMAN, BLACKBURN, and MELLOor. 
Nov. 13.—Ez parte the Mayor and Burgesses of Rochester.— 
Mr.Prentice moved on the partof Mr, Cole. the mayor, and the 





burgesses of the borough of Rochester, for a rule, calling upon - 


the recorder of that place to show cause why he refused to hear 
certain complaints which were brought before him, charging 
Mr. Hayward, the clerk of the peace, with misconduct; and 
also why he should not summon the clerk of the peace to 
answer the complaint. The recorder refused to interfere in the 
matter on the ground that the misconduct complained of by 
the mayor in respect to Mr. Hayward was not misconduct in 
his office of clerk of the peace. 

The Lorp Cmer Justice.—Supposing a clerk of the peace 
were to get intoxicated, would that bea sufficient reason for 
the recorder to interfere te deprive him of his office. 





Mr. Prentice said this was a much more important question. 
Hayward was charged by the mayor and corporation with hav- 
ing received certain moneys from different people for their bene- 
fit, and appropriating £5,000 of it to his own use. 

Mr. Justice Wianrman asked what would be the conse- 
q if the recorder decided in favour of Mr, Hayward, sup- 
posing that he entertained the complaint. 

Mr. Prentice said that question did not arise on this occa- 
sion. Last term a question came before this: Court between 
the recorder and the mayor and town council, relative to the 
appointment of a clerk of the peace, when the Court decided 
that the appointment ofa clerk of the peace for Rochester 
was vested in the recorder. In accordance with that decision 
he (the learned counsel) contended that the right to inquire into 
the conduct of a clerk of the peace was also vested in the re- 
corder. 

The Court granted a rule nisi. 

(Sittings in Banco, before the Lonp Caer Justice, Mr. 
Justice WicutmaNn, Mr. Justice Buacksurn, and Mr. 
Justice MELLOR.) 

Nov. 17.—£x parte Harding.—Mr. Archibald moved for a 
rule to compel an attorney to repay a sum of £100, with interest 
from July, 1854, as received by him for the applicant, his client. 

The applicant stated that in 1852 he entrusted the attorney 
with a promissory note fur £100, to sue upon on his behalf, and 
that he had received from the debtors the proceeds of certain 
property to the amount of £126, out of which the sum due on 
the note was to be paid to the applicant. The money had 
never been paid to him, and when applications had been made 
to the attorney for the money he set up a settlement with a 
third party, since deceased. 

The Court granted a rule nisi. 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
(Sittings in Banco before Lord Chief Justice Enix and Justices 
Byes and Keatine.) 

Nov 14.—In re an Atturney.—Mr. Field moved for a rule 
calling upon an attorney of this court to show cause why he 
should not pay to the applicant £28 10s, 2d., and why he should 
not answer the matters in the affidavit. The circumstances 
were shortly these, that the applicant, having sued a debtor for 
£28 10s. 2d., the attorney-received £10 from the debtor, and 
the sheriff's officer settled with the attorney for the balance 
after execution had issued. Two or three weeks after this the 
attorney told his client that the man had not paid, and the 
attorney had not yet handed over the amount, although the 
settlement with the officer took place in May last. 

Rule granted, 

Application to strike an attorney off the rolls —This 
matter came before the Court on cause being shown against a 
rule to strike off the rolls of the court George Thompson, an 
attorney, who had been convicted of felony, and who was now 
undergoing his punishment at Portland, 

Mr. Foster made an appeal to the Court, saying that Mr. 
Thompson was a very young man, and although upon the 
rolls himself, he had acted as clerk to another person, Cireum- 
stances caused the superintendence of the office to be placed in 
his hands, and being left without much control he got into ex- 
pensive habits, and committed embezzlement. Mr. Thompson 
would be sent to Western Australia, and his great hope was 
that at length he might be enabled to practise his profession 
there, and by good conduct to regein the position which he had 
lost. If, however, he was struck off the rolls in this country he 
would have no chance of obtaining a certificate which would 
enable him to practise in Australia, and would thus be de- 
ptived of that hope which would otherwise sustain him during 
the time of his punishment. 

The Lorp Cuter Justice said they did not feel themselves 
authorised to.yield to the application of Mr. Foster. byes | had 
no doubt that the authorities in Western Australia the 
power, according to their discretion, to allow transportation to 
produce these very salutary effects that it was capable of pro- 
ducing—deterring criminals here, and allowing them to attain 
a position of respectability in the colony after the time of pro- 
bation had expired. 

Rule absolute. 


MERCANTILE LAW. 


Maritime Aavensnen-Lasn event BY EmMparco. 
Aubert ¥. Gray, Ex. Ch., 11 W. R. 27. 
It was decided in this case by the Court of Exche- 
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quer Chamber (Pollock, C.B., dubitante) that the subject 
of a foreign state who, at a time of peace, and when 
hostilities are not expeeted between this country and 
his own, insures goods by the ordinary form of policy, 
against restraint of princes, is entitled to recover on 
the policy. although the loss be occasioned by a restraint 
of the ship by his own Government; and it is a fiction 
not to be supported that under such circumstances he 
adopts or consents to such restraint. Therefore, where 
a Spaniard effected an insurance by the ordinary form 
of policy on goods on a voyage from London to Alicante, 
and the Queen of Spain, for a purpose wholly uncon- 
nected with hostilities either existing or expected be- 
tween this country and her own, laid an embargo on 
the ship at Corunna, by reason of which the goods were 
damaged. 

This decision has the effect of removing any doubt 
about the authority of Conway v. Grey, 10 East, 536, 
where it was held by the Court of Queen’s Bench that a 
foreigner insuring in this country is not entitled to 
abandon upon embargo laid on the property in the 

of his own country; upon the ground that his 
nt is virtually implied to every act of his own 
ernment, and makes such embargo his own volun- 
ry act. In that case, said Lord Ellenborough, “ the 
arty who himself prevents the act from being done 
has no riglit to call upon the underwriters to indemnify 
him-against the loss he may sustain from such act not 
eing done. Where the insured and insurer are both 
subjects of the same state the case will stand upon very 
different grounds of consideration.” The Court of 
Exchequer Chamber, however, in Aubert v. Gray, 
regards the principle of the decision in Conway v. Grey, 
as essentially fallacious, resting merely on the fiction 
that every subject of a state adopts every act of the 
Government as his own. ‘ The assertion,” said Erle, 
C. J., “that the act of the Government is the act of 
each subject of that government is never really true. 
In representative governments it may have a partial 
semblance of truth, but in despotic governments it is 
without that semblance.” The Chief Baron, although 
he did not entirely assent to the doctrine laid down in 
the judgment of the Court pronounced by Erle, C.J., 
did not dissent from the decision. 


Riaeuts of ConstcNer—Binits Drawn acatnst Carco. 
Frith v. Forbes, M. R., 10 W. R. 658, on app. L. J., 11 
W. R. 4. 


Many of the rules comprised in the ‘general body of 
law included under the comprehensive head of the Law 
Merchant have been laid down by courts of equity, al- 
though, according to the common notion, this branch of 
English jurisprudence is generally supposed to be 
within the special domain of common law. ‘The cus- 
tomary law of merchants, however, is more akin in its 
spirit to equity than to common law, and the majorit 
of mercantile transactions are necessarily so informal, 
and rely so much upon mere good faith, that it 
would be not unfrequently impossible to do justicé be- 
tween the parties, otherwise than by putting an equit- 
able interpretation upon their contracts. This is par- 
ticularly the case wherever any question of constructive 
lien, or priority of charge upon goods under consignment, 
is involved, All such cases are peculiarly within the 
province of equity; and in reference to them, indeed, 
the equitable doctrines relating to lien and priority of 
charge are gradually being incorporated into the gene- 
ral body of mercantile law. 

In Frith y. Forbes an important question of merean- 
tile law affecting the rights of consignors and consignees 
was contested. A mercantile firm in India consigned 
a cargo to a mercantile firm in England, sending to 
the latter bills of lading, and at the same time in- 
forming them that the consignors had drawn upon the 
consignees against such cargo a bill of exchange in 
favour of a third person. The consignees received and 
vealised the cargo, and the question was whether they 





were under an obligation to pay the bill of exchange 
out of the otdobele, in priority to the general Jien 
on the cargo to which they claimed to be entitled 
for the general balance due to them from the con~ 
signors. The suit was instituted hy the person im 
whose favour the bill of exchange was drawn, and who: 
sought to establish, in priority to any lien im favour of 
the consignees, a valid charge on the bills of lading, 
and the proceeds of the cargo, for the amount of the 
bill of exchange. His contention was that the consignors 
were entitled to give this priority, and that they had 
in fact given it by the express intimation which accom- 

anied the bills of lading; and that the consignees hav- 
ing accepted the consignment upon such terms thereby 
postponed their own lien for any general balance due to. 
them until the bill of exchange was first satisfied out 
of the proceeds of the cargo. It was argued for the 
consignees, on the other hand, that the documents and 
correspondence did not. constitute an equitable assign- 
ment to the plaintiff, or give him a lien on the cargo in 
the hands of the consignees ; and that even if they did, 
yet that the consignees had a right to rank in priorit 
in respect of their lien for a general balance. Sir J. 
Romilly, M. R., dismissed the plaintiff's bill upon the 
ground that the consignees’ lien attached, by, the law 
merchant, upon the goods immediately on their arrival, 
and could be postponed in favour of another claimant 
only by some assent, whether express or implied, on the 
part of the consignees. His Honour was of opinion 
that the intimation given by the consignors did not 
create any obligation on the part of the consignees to- 
pay the bill of exchange out of: the proceeds, in priority 
to the general lien of the consignees, as the learned 
judge considered that the mere fact of their having re- 
eeived and realised the cargo did not amount to aw 
assent on their part to give the plaintiff priority, even 
although they had notiee of the plaintift’s claims before 
the cargo arrived. 

It wiil be seen that the question here raised is one of 
considerable importance to merchants and mercantile 
lawyers, and although it is very definite and intelligible 
—apparently, indeed, very simple—yet that it involves 
some very subtle and recondite considerations. It is not 
surprising, therefore, that the Lords Justices, when the- 
case came before them upon appeal, should have come 
to a different conclusion from that of the Master of the 
Rolls, whose decision they reversed. Lord Justice: 
Knight Bruce was of opinion that as between the con- 
signors and the plaintiff the “appropriation of charge 
was effectual,” and that the consignees were bound. 
either to decline the receipt of the cargo, or, after pos-. 
sessing themselves of it, to treat it as so charged. Lord 
Justice Turner was of the same opinion. 


“ The Master of the Rolls,” said his Lordship, “ seeths to 
have decided this case upon the ground of genefal lien to 
Forbes & Co. as consignees. But speaking with all possible 
respect for his Hunour’s opinion I do not think the general 
lien of a consignee can be set up in opposition to positive di- 
rections given him by theconsignor. If the consignee thinks 
proper to accept a consignment with express directions to apply 
it, or the proceeds of it, in a particular way, he cannot, as I ap- 
prehend, set up his general lien in opposition to those directions.. 
In such a case only what remains after answering the parti- 
cular directions can, as I think, become subject to the general 
lien.” 


Their Lordships considered that the intimation accom- 
panying the bills of lading—namely, that the bill of 
exchange was drawn against the consignment, could not 
be construed otherwise than as meaning that the bill was 
to be paid out of the proceeds of the consignment—in 
other words, that there was an appropriation of the 
consignment to the payment of the bill. Lord Justice 
Turner said, he was not pre to go the length of 
saying that the holder of a bill of exchange drawn 
against the consignment has a lien upon it where no 
communication had been made to him of the bill 
being so drawn—which, however, was not the fact here. 
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The result of the hearing a a before the 
Lords Justices, and the decttion of 5 een is 
thus expressed in the head note to the report of the 
case in the Weekly Reporter. “The general lien of a 


-consigmee cannot be set up in pe Nata to a positive 
appropriation by the consignor of the cargo to the puy- 


ament of certain specified bills of exchange.’’ 

There appears to be some room for doubt whether the 
(Master of the Rolls, in the judgment delivered by him 
in this case, has not stated the rule relating to the lien of 
merchants somewhat too strongly. In Bock y. Gorrisen, 
9 W.R. 209, Lord Chancellor Campbell was doubtful 
whether a merchant or consi: distinguished from 
a factor—could claim a general lien. The case of Brandao 
v. Barnet, 12 Cl. & Fin, 787, finally settled the law as 
to bankers, and there is now no question that they have 
a _ i their general balance upon securities deposited 
with them. 





PROBATE. 

Pracrice.—Where the issues raised on the pleadings 
were tried at assizes holden at Y., and at the trial terms 
of compromise were agreed upon by the plaintiffs and 
defendants (and by their joint consert embodied in a 
rule of Nisi Prius), whereby it was agreed that the will 
and codicil of the deceased should & established, and 
two of the defendants, executors named therein, should 
renounce probate and consent to its being gtan.ed to the 
plaintiffs, the four other executors, &c., the Court 
refused to make the rule of Nisi Prius a rule of 
the Court of Probate, there being no precedent of 
the Court ever having recognised an agreement of an 
executor to renounce, but pronounced for the will and 
codicil, and granted probate thereof to the plaintiffs 
Fed i the executors named).— Hargreaves vy. Wood, 
11 W. &. 31. 


Wut.—Currinc.—Where @ testator cut a piece out 
of his will, which had been duly executed, containing 
the word “ witnesses” and the names of the attesting 
witnesses, giving his reason at the time for having so 
cut the same, “that he had some idea of altering it, 
and having a new will made ;” and subsequently on the 
same day re-fastened the piece he had so cut out, 
saying “that his will would de for the present, and 
that if he wanted another will made, he could do it 
afterwards,” and died without making another will, 
the Court, on motion, but with the consent of the 
sag interested in case of an intestacy, granted pro- 

te of the will to the exeeutors named therein.— 
In the goods of Thomas Eeles (deceased) 11 W. R. 
31. 


Coustxy Courr.—When the judge of the Court of 
Probate is satisfied that the county court has jurisdic- 
tion over a cause, he will direet it to be tried before the 
judge of a county court having jurisdiction, and will 
also direct the papers in that cause to be transmitted to 
the county court for the purposes of the suit, but he 
will give no directions as to the mode in which the cause 
shall be tried. 

It will be left for the judge of the county court to 
decide whether the case shall be tried before him with 
or without a jury.—WNorvis y, Allen, 11 W. RB. 32. 





P BAN KRUPTCY. 


JURISDICTION IN CASES OF Banxrurt’s Misconpuct 
—~Re-neaning.—The 159th section of the Bankruptey 
Act, 1861, prescribes the rules which are to be observed 

commissioners in bankruptcy, in granting orders of 
discharge, and in Re Mew and Thorne, 10 W. R. 790, 
there was a very full discussion of the question whether 
commissioner had a discretionary power, under the new 
Bankruptcy Act, to take into consideration the general 
conduct of a bankrupt before bankruptcy, and whether, 





though the charges against him did not come within the 
eategory described in the 159th section, yet under 
discretionary power the commissioner was still 

to refuse the order of discharge. In a former case the 
Lords Justices differed in their construction of the Act 
in reference to these questions. Knight Bruce, L.J., 
considered that the discretion was, and ‘Turner, L. J., 
that it was not, taken away by the Act. The case, there- 
fore, came before the Lord Chancellor, who, in the result, 
agreed with Lord Justice Knight Bruce, and held that’ 
the commissioner has now no power to refuse or sus- 
pend the order of discharge or even toaccompany it with 
conditions, or to pronounce a penal sentence, until he 
has previously ascertained that the bankrupt has been 
guilty of one or other of the offences specified in 
the 3rd rule of the 159th section. 

In the above-named case, the Lords Justices, in July 
last, upon an appeal from a decision of Mr. Commis- 
sioner Jemmett, made an order by which they attached 
conditions to a bankrupt’s order of discharge, in conse- 
quence of his misconduct. The decision of the Lord 
Chancellor in Mew and Thorne’s case was delivered sub- 

uently, and the Lords Justices now held that as they 
had not confined their consideration to the ticula 
act specified in the 159th section of the statute, th 
bankrupt was entitled to a re-hearing, which was 
granted accordingly,—Re Drinkwater, L. J., 11 W. R. 
14, 

Disputep apsupication.—A trader, being in diffi- 
culties, executed an absolute assignment of his property 
to two persons. ‘The deed contained no trust in favour 
of the creditors, but the assignees named therein be- 
came security fur the payment of the competion. 
Possession of none of the property comprised in the 
deed was given to the assignees. 

Held, per Comrs. Holroyd and Goulburn, that the 
assignees were trustees for the general body of 
and that the 7th condition of the 192nd section of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861 (providing for the giving up 
possession of the debtor's property), should haye 
complied with. The deed was therefore bad, and no 
bar to proceedings in bankruptcy.—He Rawlings, 
W. R. Il, 





PARISH LAW. 


Serrtement— Luxatic Paurer—Inisu Papents.— 
Under the Lunatic Asylum Act, 16 & 17 Vict. e. 97, 3 
lunatic pauper, above twenty-one, born in England, 
Irish parents, neither of whom had any ascertained 
settlement there, and were not chargeable, having been 
removed into a lunatic asylum, the justices made an 
order charging the expense of his maintenance to the 
parish in which he was born. 

Held, that they were right.— The Queen v. The Parish 
of Newchurch, rf B., 11 W. R. 24. 

Poor Law— MarTENaANcE OF LUNATIC— SgTTLE- 
MENT—HvsBanp AND Wire—WHERE LIVING APABT— 
HusBAND IRREMOVEABLE.—A pauper lunatic, a married 
woman, whose husband was living apart frem her in 
another parish where he was irremoyeable, was sent to 
a lunatic asylum. ee 

Held, that the lunatic was to be maintained by the 
union in which was situate the parish of the husband's 
settlement, that being the wife’s, and not by the 
where he had acquired the status of irremovability.— 
Reg. v. The Guardians of the Eust Retford Union, Q.B., 
11 W. R. 25. 








COMPANIES’ LAW. 


Winping-up—Dimecrors—Contriputories.—In this 
case it was decided by the Lords Justices that a isi 
in a deed of settlement that no person shall act asa 
director without a certain qualification does not 
to parties employed by the general board of 
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act as local agents in country towns, notwithstanding 
such local agents may be styled provincial directors. 

They further held that such a provincial director, not 
being a shareholder, is therefore not liable to be placed 
on the list of contributories on the ground that he must 
be taken to have had the qualification of a director ; 
and also that a director of a bank who holds out 
inducements to parties to trust their money with a 
bank, by representations that the bank is solvent, does 
not make himself liable to be placed on the list of con- 
tributories in the winding-up of the bank on the 
ground of his having made such representations.— 
Re The National Assurance and Investment Association 
(Bank of Deposit) Ex parte Cotterell, L. J..11 W.R, 13. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


*.* ARTICLED CLERK.—We recommend for students in 
equity, common law, and bankruptcy, the well-known Manual 
of Equity, and the newly published Manual of Common Law 
and Bankruptcy, by Mr. Josiah W. Smith, Q.C. 

*,* We must ask several correspondents to excuse us for 
not inserting their letters relating to Roupell’s case in con- 
nexion with the law stationers. We think the mutter has 
already been sufficiently discussed. 





Tue Law InstitTvrTIoN. 

There was a very important letter in your columns about 
a month ago respecting the composition of the council, and 
I am surprised it did not meet with more attention than 
appears to have been the case. For my part I regard the 
decision of the meeting alluded to, at which the nominees 
of the leading members of the committee of the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Association were so uncourteously rejected, as 
by no means that of the majority of the members of the 
Incorporated Society or of the profession at large, Let the 
Association try again. W. H, 





THE EXAMINATION QUESTIONS. 

In answer to your correspondent “ X. Y. Z.,” in your jour- 
nal of last week, I cannot help thinking that he is mis- 
taken in supposing that the examiners wittingly frame their 
questions from the edition of Stephens’ Commentaries that is 
now in the press—among the subjects for the intermediate. 
examination for 1863 they distinctly name the edition, and for 
further assurance the year in which that edition was published 
—viz., 4thedition, 1858~ which is the last edition out, although 
there is, as “ X. Y. Z.” observes, another edition in the press. 
Although I hope to be a candidate for that examination, I 
do not consider it necessary to wait till the 5th edition is pub- 
lished before I commence reading for the same, as your corres- 
pondent would appear to advise. 

With regard to the questions put on equity, I should 
have thought that it would have been more difficult for country 
clerks to have thoroughly mastered the principles of equity 
than to have done the same with a book of the practice of the 
Court of Chancery. I do not refer to such books as Ayck- 
bourn or Sydney Smith’s Chancery Practice, but such a one 
as Hayne’s Outlines of Equity, which combines interest with a 
simple and concise mode of procedure. Acurus. 





Lectures at THE Law InstiruTi0n. 

Knowing as I do the lively interest which you always take 
in the welfare of articled clerks, I feel assured you will grant 
me a small space in your columns, and thus call attention to 
a just cause of complaint. Iam in popular words “a young 
man from the-conntry,” and have come to town to serve my 
last eg in an agent’s office, and by him was of course recom- 
mended to join the Law Lectures. I did so (by paying £3, 
the usual admission fee) in the belief that I should obtain 
some valuable information thereby. How my hopes were 
doomed to be disappointed I will now inform you. I attended 
last week the Lecture-room to “hear,” as I expected a 
lecture on a subject which, as a country articled clerk, 
I felt particularly interested in, When the time arrived the 
lecturer mounted the rostrum, and, I suppose, commenced his 
lecture. Whether he did so or not I, with most others, am 
almost at a loss to conceive, for he hardly raised his voice above 
8 whisper, and not two words in succession of the whole of 





his address was I enabled to hear. A large number of stu- 
dents were present, and they manifested their dissatisfaction so 
much that the chairman had to beg them to keep quiet, and 
the learned lecturer closed his lecture twenty minutes before 
nine. The students finding they could hear nothing of the lecture 
were of course passing away their time by talking to each other. 
Perhaps the learned gentleman was suffering from indisposition 
of some sort, and was consequently unable to speak out ina 
ror tone of voice. SUBSCRIBER. 
ov. 20, 1862, 


[We believe that lecturers at the Law Institution eomplaim 
as much of the noise of the audience as ‘ A_Subscriber’” 
complains of the difficulty of hearing the lectures. We have, 
however, had several communications to the same effect-as the- 
above one. ] 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Holdship, who was one of the clerks in the Chancery 
Registrars’ Office, has been appointed registrar in the place 
of Mr. F, Metcalfe, deceased. Mr. W. Pugh, son of Mr. 
Charles Pugh, one of the chief clerks to Vice-Chancellor 
Eioreateg has been appointed clerk in the place of Mr. Hold- 

P. 


Mr, W. R. Drake, of the firm of Bircham, Dalrymple,. 
Drake, Parliament-street, has been appointed to the office of 
Treasurer of the Lancashire County Court, vacant by the death 
of the late Mr. Hulton. 

Sir John Bayley, Bart.,'the Clerk of Assize on the Northern. 
circuit, has appointed Mr. Robert Holsby, of York, solicitor, 
the Clerk of Arraigns, vacant by the} death of the late W. T. 
Prichard, Esq. 








IRELAND. 
Dusiin, Nov. 19, 1862; 

We have now {entered the last week of term, and, as yet,. 
the business on both sides of the Hall has been almost unprece- 
dentedly slack, more espegially in the equity courts. We regard 
this, however, as of an exceptional character, arising from the 
circumstances of the country. A series of unpropitious sum- 
mers, and consequent deficient harvests, have had the necessary 
result of diminishing the resources of the country, limiting. 
mercantile transactions, and diminishing credit; and the 
pressure in the manufacturing districts in England, owing to 
the civil war in America, has seriously affected the trade of 
thiscountry. It does not, therefore, at all follow that any 
permanent falling off of the law business of this country is to 
be looked for, so as to justify any measure for the reduction of 
our judicial establishment—a project which has been hinted at, 
but which we hope the commissioners will rot recommend. 
It may be, and perhaps will be, the case, that they will propose 
an alteration in the constitution of the Court of Chancery, 
(somewhat similar to that adopted in England) by which the: 
office of master in chancery will be abolished, and a staff of 
vice-chancellors established instead, Were such a plan 
adopted, it could be readily arranged that the Landed Estates 
Court should cease to exist as a separate tribunal, and that it 
should become a branch of the Court of Chancery. The busi- 
ness of the masters’ offices, under the 15th section of the 
Chancery Regulation Act, has become so important, and in- 
volving sucha large amount of property, as to render it 
essential to the interests of the suitors that their causes should 
be heard in a more public and solemn manner than can be 
reasonably expected in a master’s office. 

With respect to the common law judges, when we recollect. 
that in 1784 it was thought needful to increase the number 
from nine to twelve, by the addition of one member to each 
court, it would appear strange if it should be deemed n 
in.the present day, when the resources of Ireland have been so 
vastly increased as compared with the last century, that a 
reduction of the present number should be considered bene- 
ficial to the public. 

In the of Common Pleas yesterday a motion of: 
a singular character was made in the case of Taylor vy. 
Clarke. It was an action of slander between two mem- 
bers of the medical profession, tried before the Lord Chief 
Justice Monahan at the sittings after Hilary Term last, and 
which resulted in a verdict for the plaintiff of £100 d 
The nature of the present application was that Mr. Coller, the 
taxing master, be directed to review his taxation of costs by 
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disallowing to the plaintiff the sum cf £10 10s., beiag the 
amount of the fee paid to Mr. Whiteside, Q.C., as leading 
counsel for the plaintiff, and £2 13s. 4d., being the costs of the 
brief for the trial. It appeared by the affidavits filed on either 
side that notice of trial was served on the 6th of June for the 
after sittings, which were to commence on the 17th of June 
last. On the 7th of June the town agent of the defendant’s 
attorney left a docket of retainer, with the usual fee of £2 2s., 
at the residence of Mr. Whiteside, Mountjoy-square North, 
Dublin, with the housekeeper. Mr, Whiteside was then in 
London attending Parliament. The case was entered on the 
special jury list, which was not to be taken up till Monday, 
the 23rd. It stood low down in the list, and it was expected 
that it would not be called on for some days. On Saturday, 
the 2lst, the plaintiff’s attorney telegraphed to London to Mr, 
Whiteside to know whether he would undertake the case, and 
if so to consider himself retained. Mr. Whiteside, in ignorance 
of the retainer having been left at his house in Dublin, replied 
in the affirmative, and thereupon the attorney sent him his 
brief and fee, which Mr. Whiteside acknowledged, and stated 
that he would leave London on Tuesday morning, and would 
be in. court on Wednesday. The special jury list having 
been called on, several cases were struck out, and the 
Chief Justice was asked to postpone the case, but having de- 
clined, the case proceeded in Mr. Whiteside’s absence, Mr. 
Whiteside arrived the following evening, but the case in the 
interim had been disposed of. After his arrival, he discovered 
the fact of the defendant’s retainer, and returned the fee which 
had been sent therewith. It was admitted by counsel, who ap- 
peared in support of the motion, that the court had no juris- 
diction in questions of retainer, as regarded the proceedings of 
counsel, this being matter purely of professional etiquette; and 
that, as a general rule, the absence of counsel at the trial would 
not disentitle the party who retained him to the allowance of 
the brief, He urged, however, that the delivery of a brief in 
London, followed by the absence of the counsel for the trial, 
‘was irregular and ought not to be recognised in taxation of 
costs, as the possibility of his being able to attend in due time 
was not sufficiently certain. The motion having been part 
heard was postponed, in order to give the defendant’s leading 
counsel an opportunity to reply, and was not resumed to-day, 
but will be disposed of during the present term, 

Andrew Vance, Esq., Q.C., has died at Nice, after a pro- 
tracted illness, aad while in the prime of life. He was brotlier, 
to the hon. member for the city of Dublin, and, during a short 
portion of the administration of Lord Derby, filled the office of 
law adviser at the Castle. 





In the Court of Exchequer on Wednesday last Mr. Hen- 
derson applied for an attachment against Mr, George Magenuis, 
an attorney, for the non-payment of certain costs, which, by an 
order made by Mr. Justice Keogh on Ist July, he was directed to 
pay. Mr. Baron Hughes granted a conditional order for an attach- 
ment, but suggested to 1 to ider whether or not the 
demand had been legally made, for if it were not the attach- 
ment could not be granted, ‘The demand should have been 
made, either by the plaintiff or a person haying a power of 
attorney from him. 








The vacancy, which we mentioned last week to have occured 
in the chairmanship of, the quarter session of Cavan, by the 
death of Mr. P. M. Murphy, has been filled up by the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Joshua Clarke, Q.C. Mr. Clarke, who is one of the 
leaders of the Munster Circuit, was called to the bar in Easter 
Term, 1836, and was appointed one of her Majesty’s Counsel 
on the 8rd of July, 1855. 

The office of librarian of the King’s Inns has been rendered 
vacant by the lamented death of Mr. Stewart, whe was, so 
late as July last, promoted to this post from that of ‘sub- 
librarian, which he had efficiently filled for many years, 

The Irish members of the courts of equity aud common law 


commissions have held two sittings in the course of the ‘ 


present term, viz., on Saturday the 8th, and Saturday, the 15th 
of the present month. 


FOREIGN TRIBUNALS AND JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
Foreien Herrs in Frenom Successions. 

The following case, which was recently heard in the Cour 
Imperiale de Paris, will be interesting to English lawyers. 
We translate the report from the Journal du Notariat, 

The law of July i4, 1819, is applicable to the inheritance 








of a Frenchman deceased in a foreign country, leaving French: 
and foreign heirs, and an inheritance composed ef goods. 
situated partly in France and partly in foreign countries, 

It is applicable even where the legatee, favoured by the 
Soreign laws, is French ; the French heirs have the right, in. 
this case, of taking as a deduction from the portion of French. 
goods which, by the French law, would be attributed to the 
JSavoured heir, as hereditary share, or as di ble portion, all 
that they would be deprived of-in the goods situated in foreign 

This deduction cannot take effect on the share of the foreign 
heirs nor for their profit. 

The French tribunal, within the cognizance of which are 
situated almost exclusively the Is of the inheritance, is com- 
petent to decree upon the difficulties raised on the subject of the 
disputed will, as well as on the provisional measures. 

he succession of M. Blasini was composed of goods situated 
in France, amounting to about 3,500,000 francs, and of goods- 
situated in foreign parts amounting to about 3,700,000. 

To this succession there were four French heirs and two forei; 
heirs, all children of the deceased—related consequently in 
same degree in the direct line. He Jeft six danghters, alb 
French since he was French; and if two of them, Mrs. Jack-- 
son and Mrs, Knox, are now English, it is by the fact of their 
marriage with Englishmen. Mrs. Jackson is now a widow. 

If M. Blasini had not made a will there would have been no 
difficulty; the goods movable and immovable in France and in 
Trinidad would have been divided equally amongst all the 
children. But he left by will to the minors Blasini the 
third plus a fifth of his fortune, about thirty-two sixtieths— 
that is, seventeen sixtieths more than he could dispose of by the 
rules of French law. These children, and consequently their 
mother, one of the heirs for whom they are interposed opp 
were illegally favoured, and the five other heirs deprived of part 
of their inheritance. The equality of the law of 1819 is to be 
re-established by deducting from the share of the heirs thus- 
favoured all that exceeds the portion of which the father gould 
dispose, But when this deduction is made who is to profit by 
it—the five other heirs or only those of them who are French?’ 

Mrs, Jackson and the minor Knox maintained that all the 
heirs ought to profit alike by the deduction. If the con 
system were admitted the foreign heirs would be alone sacri 
ficed; and thus two of the sisters, by the fact of their marriage, 
would be, against the spirit and letter of French law, con- 
demned to inequality. On the ono hand the French heirs 
would recover the whole or part of the goods which they had 
lost, while on the other hand the favoured heirs would recoven 
as compensation on the fireign goods and against their foreign 
as well as their French co-heirs—that is, against all, whether 
o¢ not they had profited by the deduction—all that the deduc- 
tion had taken fromh them in French goods. 

A judgment favourable to the claims of Mrs. Jackson and the 
minor Knox was delivered by the Civil Tribunal of the Seine, 
August 2, 1861. as follows:— 

That André Blasini had died at Trinidad, leaving a will 
which appeared to have teen fully executed as regarded the 
goods situated in that island; that though his legal domicile 
was at Trinidad no foreign tribunal could have any power over 
his goods situated in France; that Blasini was of French 
origin and had never lost his nationality, consequently the 
question in reality regarded a French succession; that its deci- 
sion belonged to the Tribunal of the Seine in preference to all 
others, as the hereditary goods over which the French law had 
power were almost entirely situated within its cognizance. 

That the legacy left to the minors had been objected to as 
constituting a prohibited substitution, but that being subordi- 
nate to the condition that the legatees should attain the age of 
twenty-five, at which time they were to receive it, did not.im- 
pose the charge of preserving and restoring the essential cha- 
racter of rng pe ‘ a aa 

That the said legacy ought to consi , in reckoning 
disposable portion and the reserve, as made to Andrinette 
Blasini, their mother, daughter of the testator. os 

That nothing can be prejudged at present, relatively to the’ 
result of the suit now to be brought before the of: 
the Island of Trinidad, and that therefore all operations must* 
be postponed till its settlement—fixing at once the work™ . 
of liquidation on this double basis :—first, that account must be- 
taken of the attributions made by the ‘Tribanals of the Island- 
of Trinidad, and that the division must be effected in such a 
manner that the French law may be definitively applied as” 
exactly as possible: secondly, that no distinction shall be made- 
between the different co-heirs by reason of the extraneity of 
some amongst them. 

















50 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Nov. 22, 1862. 











That os Madame Biasini, junior, whose husband is one off 
the testamentary executors, is in possession of a large portion 
of the hereditary revenues, there is no occasion to attribute 
to her any provision during this time; that the other co-heirs 
are differently situated, and to each of them a sum of 3,000f. 
per month may be allowed without inconvenience. 

Madame Blasini appealed against this judgment; Mesdames 
Const and Madame Lion, the three French heirs, also appealed 
on the ground that Mrs. Jackson and Mr. Knox were pre 
cluded from a share of the deduction. 

The Court decided that the foreign heirs took no share in 
the deduction upon the following among other grounds:— 

Considering as to the application of the law of July 14th 
41819, that Article 1 declares that foreigners succeed in 
France like natives, Art. 2 adding that nevertheless in 
cases of a co-heirship in @ succession of French and foreign 
heirs, the first deduction from the goods situated in France is a 
portion equal to that of which the foreign law deprives them 
of the goods placed out of the territory of the empire. 

That these dispositions have given rise to three interpreta- 
tions; the first consists in maintaining that in the case forescen 
by Art. 2 the French heir should take on the goods situated 
in France the whole amount necessary to form his share, 
calculated on the sum total of the goods of the whole succession, 
even when his attribution should result in entirely depriving 
some of the foreign co-heirs, not only of their legitimate share, 
but even of every kind of share in the inheritance. 

The second, which seems to have been adopted by the 
judgment appealed from, would arrive at dividing between 
the successors despoiled by foreign legislation the goods situa- 
ted in France in equal share and without having regard to the 
nationality of the said successors. ; 

The third results in dividing the goods of the succession 
situated in France between the French and foreign co-heirs, 
but attributes exclusively tothe French co-heirs the disposable 
part, and even the legitimate shares of the heir favoured by the 
foreign law, and who retains by virtue of that law the goods 
placed out of France. 

Considering that the two first interpretations have the fault 
of applying only, one the first article of the law of 1819, the 
ther the second article, and of thus effacing one of the dispo- 
sitions to the profit of the other. 

That, in effect, if the foreign heirs are placed on the footing 
of an equal division with the French heirs not favoured, the 
Aatter reap no benefit from the disposition of Art. 2 of 
the law; the deduction established specially in their favour 
vanishes, and the legislation which evidently intended to stipu- 
late for a compensation to them is found to be annulled. 

That if, on the contrary, the deduction is exercised on the 
goods situated in France until the rights of the French heirs 
are completely satisfied, it will often happen that the heir who is 
not French will be completely excluded from the succession, 
and that thus Art. 1 of the law of 1819 will be abolished to 
his prejudice. 

Considering that the third interpretation is at once the most 
equitable and the only one which reconciles the execution of 
the two articles of the law of 1819. 

That in effect it assures to the foreign heir his legitimate 
share of the goods situated in France, thus executing Art 1 of 
the law by maintaining his right to succeed in the same 
manner as natives, and on the other hand it attributes exclu- 
sively to the French heir, under the head of deduction, the 
portion of the successor favoured by the foreign law, who 
retains, by virtue of local laws and customs, the goods situated 
out of the empire; that thus the foreign heir exercises his 
hereditary right in conformity with the Art. 1 of the law of 
1819, and the French heir alone profits by the deduction in 
conformity to Art. 2 of the same law, which is thus found to 
be completely excluded. 

Considering that in this way he who profits by the foreign 
laws and customs to retain the goods situated out of the 
territory of the empire is alone by right of reciprocity deprived 
of his share in the goods situated in France; that this compen- 
sation, completely equitable with regard to him, is not thus 
unjustly extended to the legitimate foreign heir, who would 
then be excluded from the succession both in France and out 
-of France, a result evidently contrary to the ideas which actu- 
ated the legislator of 1819. 

Considering that thus in the cause and in the probable case 
of the French heirs not being admitted to the division of the 
goods situated in Trinidad, they alone ought to receive under 
the head of deduction the portion of goods situated in France 
which would belong to Madame Biasini and to her children 

-after a division made in conformity to the French law. 
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On the various provisions granted to the parties,—Consider- 
ing that the one attributed to Madame Blasini by the judg+. 
ment of March 15, 1859, has been definitively acquired by 
her in the time clapsed up to the judgment appealed against; 
that an aid of an alimentary nature ought to be regulated 
upon the principle which caused the Art. 1980 of the Code 
Napoléon to be published under the title of Life Incomes; that 
thus in this respect the right of Madame Blasini, on which 
nothing has been decreed by the. judgment appealed against, 
ought to be recognised. q 

On the other provisions,—Considering that each of the heirs 
other than Madame Blasini is from this present moment certain 
to have a definitive right to exercise on the goods situated in 
France. 

Adopting, moreover, on the different heads of the contest, 
the motives of the first judges when they contain nothing con- 
trary to those announced above. 

The Court receives the appeals and, decreeing on them, 
says that the liquidation ordered by the judgment appealed 
against of the goods of the succession shall be terminated in 
the space of a year dating from this day; that after this space, 
or sooner if the division be reported, the notary liquidator 
shall proceed to the division of the goods situated in France 
on the following basis—in the case of the French heirs having 
been admitted to share the goods in Trinidad in conformity 
with the laws regulating successions in France, the sum total 
of the inheritance shall be divided according to the general 
rules of law. 

In the opposite case the goods situated in France shall be 
divided as if they alone composed the succession; the reserve 
and one hereditary portion shall be attributed to Madame 
Blasini, and the goods forming this attribution shall be exclu- 
sively divided in equal shares among the French heirs, being 
the two Mesdames Const and Madame Lion, under the head 
of deduction; the rest of the succession, being fifteen twenty- 
fourths, shal! be equally divided amongst the children, or their 
representatives, as well foreigners as French, Madame Blasini 
being excluded. 





Tue Case or M. Minzs. 

The Court of Cassation recently gave judgment, on an 
appeal arising out of thé late trial of M. Mires at Douai. 
It may be remembered that the Imperial Court of Donai, by 
a judgment of the 21st of April last, acquitted M. Mires of 
the charges against him, but that the Procureur-General of the 
Court of Cassation, while allowing M. Mirés the benefit of the 
judgment, appealed against it as a misinterpretation of the 
law. ‘The Court of Cassation by a decree of the 28th of July 
last, quashed the jndgment of the Court below, solely in order 
to prevent its becoming a precedent. Meanwhile, M. Mires, 
thinking that the jadgment in his favour had been misunder- 
stood, moved the Court of Douai to obtain a declaration deter- 
mining precisely the bearing of the said judgment. That 
motion was opposed by the Procureur-Genera!, as being alto- 
gether inadmissible. The Court nevertheless declared that 
the motion could be received, and decided on hearing the 
application on a future day. Against that decision the present 
appeal was made to the Court of Cassation on two grounds— 
first, because it was contrary to qll rule to demand a declara- 
tory interpretation of the sentence the result of which was 
accepted; and, secondly, because the court of Douai could not 
admit the demand of M. Mirés without exceeding its powers. 
After several days’ pleading, in which the appeal was supported 
by the Avocat-General, and opposed by the counsel for-M. 
Mirds, the court of Cassation gave s judgment definitively 
quashing the decision of theCourt of Douai, as to the admis- 
sibility of the application made by M. Mirés. 





Witr—Revocation. 

The Imperial Court has lately heard an appeal from a 
judgment of the Civil Tribunal in an action brought by 
Miss Ellen Minchin against the executors of the late Lord 
Seymour. It appeared trom the evidence produced on the 
first trial that after Lord Seymour’s decease two wills were 
found among his papers, one dated Dec. 17, 1865, in which he 
bequeathed to Miss Minchin the sum of 25,000f., and another 
dated 22nd June, 1858, in which he bequeathed to her the sum 
of 600,000f., part of which was directed to be devoted to the 


purchase of an inalienable life annuity; the testator further 
bequeathed to her an income of 10,000f. a year so long as she 
should remain unmarried, and in case of her death or wir 
the principal was to go to the London Lunatic Asylum, All the 
testator’s remaining property was to be divided equally between 
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the hospitals of Paris and London. ‘To this will was appended 
a codicil revoking all bequests made in wills dated before the 
22nd of June, 1858, but this codicil, not being signed, was 
invalid according to the laws of France. In September, 1859, 
Miss Minchin commenced proceeditigs against Lord Seymour’s 
executors to recover the legacy of 25,0007, made by the will 
of December, 1855, but the Civil Tribunal rejected the demand 
on the ground that it was evident, from the dispositions of the 
will of June, 1858, and the imperfect codicil annexed, that 
Lord Seymour intended to annul the legacy of 25,000f.; but by 
the same judgment the Tribunal decreed that the executors 
were to pay the 10,000f. annuity, with interest from the date 
of the testator’s death. Against that judgment Miss Minchin 
now appealed, but the Court, after hearing counsel, declared 
that it must be confirmed. 





AMERICA. 

Hapeas Corpus. 
F Last month an application was made on Mr. Winder’s behalf 
to Judge Clifford, of the United States’ Circuit Court of 
Massachusetts, for a writ of habeas corpus, directed to the mili- 
tary commandant of Fort Warren, to show cause why he de- 
tained that gentleman in custody. The Court granted tlie 
writ. A short time afterwards, the depnty-sheriff, on being 
refused a pass to goin the regular steamer to the fort, pro- 
ceeded in a sloop, but found a company of soldiers drawn up on 
the esplanade, and was not allowed to land. Finding it im- 
possible to serve the writ he returned, and reported proceedings 
to the judge. The Court heard his statement, and replied 
that it had no means with which to enforce the writ, and 
ordered the papers to be filed. And so the case ends for the 
preseut. 








THE FRAUDS OF WHICH BILLS OF SALE ARE THE 
INSTRUMENTS, AND THE REMEDY FOR THEIR 
PREVENTION. q 

(Concluded from page 14.) 

In addition to this general fraud, however, which is the ine- 
vitable result of a conditional bill of sale, there are specific 
and gross frauds committed daily through their agency, and 
of which we have continued experience. 

The most usual of stich cases is, where a dishonest debtor, 
finding himself involved and in danger of hostile proceedings 
on the part of his creditors, gives a bill of sale to a friend 
er relative for a wholly or in part fictitious debt, and under 
cover of this sets his creditors at defiance. If any creditor, 
which is not always the case, is in a position to arrest him 
or make him bankrupt, and proceeds with that view, then 
timely possession is taken under the bill of sale, the 
debtor’s name taken down and he himself goes into lodgings or 
rusticates in the country, his family generally remaining upon 
the old premises until what is popularly called the white- 
washing process is completed and he is able to return in peace 
to the bosom of his family; and rare are the instances in which 
the fraud can be brought home and punished. 

In those cases, and they are very numerous, where the 
creditor's debt is neither sufficient to arrest the debtor or make 
him bankryzpt, he is practically without redress, 

Another ordinary, but less gross, fraud commonly perpetrated 
through the agency of bills of sale, is that of using them for 
the purpose of giving a fraudulent preference in favour of certain 
creditors. Of course, if it can be proved in such eases that the 
preference was voluntary on the part of the debtor, and bank- 
ruptey supervenes, the security will be upset; but it is well- 
known that the difficulties of proving sueh a preference to be 
voluntary and fraudulent, when certain precautions have been 
used, are practically insurmountable. 

Another cvil of great magnitude attending bills of sale is 
the common practice amongst persons of the lower order of 
tradesmen as small publicans and shopkeepers, of setting up a 
business upon a loan borrowed, in the case of the publican 
from his maltster, in the case of the small shopkeeper at ex- 
orbitant interest from one of those harpies who infest 
this and other great towns—the professed money lenders, Many 
of these transactions are entered into innocently so far as the 
debtors are concerned, but they terminate frequently, more 
particularly the latter cases, in scenes of extortion and horror, 
that are amongst the most painful of our professional experi- 
ences—the unfortunate debtors being generally pounced upon 
on the first failure in payment of an instalment, and remorse- 
lessly sold up and turned adrift into the street. 

The catalogue of frauds and evils of which bills of sale are 


> 


the instruments might, if tine permitted, be largel cer 
but the length to which the present paper has already 

renders it necessary briefly, in conclusion, to consider the re- 
medies proposed for the prevention of the frauds and evils 
which have been referred to. 

+ The principal, and indeed only effectual remedy for such 
frauds will, it is believed, be found in the return to the ancient 
doctrine, which it is important also to note is also the doctrine 
of the civil law, that there can he no assignment absolute or 
conditional of chattels personal without transmutation of 
possession. The effeet of such a change in the Jaw would be 
at once to close the door upon the greater part of the frauds 
and evils now following in the train of a bill of sale. That 
great fraud of allowing a man to hold himself out to the 
world as a man of means and substance, and trade upon the 
strength of it, would be at once swept away. 

The frauds committed by giving bills of sale for fictitious 
debts would be materially diminished, as the principal induce- 
ment to such frauds isthe power of retaining the 
and nominal ownership of the goods, 

The practice of giving bills of sale for bond@ fide advances 
when in difficulties, or on the eve of bankruptcy, would’ be 
prevented, the inducement being the same as in the last cése,. 
and notwithstanding the observations of the Court in the case 
of Bitteston v. Cook, that the securities given for such advances 
should be upheld as they may énable a man to tide over his- 
difficulties, and pay his creditors twenty-shillings in the pound, 
the practical experience of the solicitor tells him as a rule 
which has few exceptions, that whenever a trader is in a posi- 
tion to render a bill of sale necessary to save him from rain 
it is time for him, and far better for his erédifors, that ‘he 
should at once surrender his estate to their control, for it is 
seldom, indeed, that a bill of sale given under such circum- 
stances does not become, even to the honest trader, the {log 
that sinks him with greater swiftness below the waters of trou~- 
ble that are surging round him. 

The evils rather than frauds which have been alluded-to 
as attending bills of sale given to the usurious money-lender 
by the small tradesman, would also be swept away, as in the 
absence of the specific security afforded by a bill of sale the 
loan would not be made. Is is manifestly impossible within 
the brief limits of this address to discuss this subject in allits 
bearings, and with the attention which it deserves, but it 
is believed that if by legislative enactment the doc- 
trine of the civil law, and what appears to be the 
old doctrine of our own law—viz., that possession must 
follow, the ownership in chattels personal, could be es- 
tablished, and that invaluable statute of Elizabeth im the 
language of Lord Coke, “ liberally and beneficially expounded 
to suppress fraud; most of the frauds Teferréed to in this 
paper, and which now tend in the quaint language of the same 
statute, to the “overthrow of that plain dealing and chevisance 
between man and man without which no commonwealth’ or 
civil society can be maintained or continued ” would be pre- 
vented. 

Fraud, in its ever-changing forms, will doubtless ecntinué to’ 
exist notwithstanding the most stringent statutes and thé most 
liberal expcunders; but, nevertheless, it is our duty as eartiest 
members of our learned profession to promote as far as we can 
the initiation and adoption of those measures of legal reform 
Which experience from time to time proves to be necessary fo 
the prevention of wrong and injustice, and the protection 
the honest members of the community, 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 

The first meeting of this society for the present—its 20th 
—session was held on the 17th inst. at its rooms, 8, Waterloo— 
place. Lord Brougham, as president, was in the chair. 

Lord Brovenam said he had received recently an i t 
communication from Germany witi regard to a society founded 
in honour of the great lawyer Savigny, and the object of which 
was to give premiums for dissertations on international law and 
comparative jurisprudence. It had already achieved consider-- 
able success in its operations, but its promoters were anxious to- 
have the support of this country, and he thought the best mode 
of meeting their wishes was, instead of inviting subscriptions, 
which had been raised abroad to the extent of £2,000, to- 
establish a committee to correspond with those who were 
in so laudable a work. His Lordship, in the course of his- 





speech, gave the highest possible praise to, some new 
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tion, edited by Mr. Blanchard Jerrold, and treating of legal 
subjects. 

Lord STANLEY, adverting to those measures of legal improve- 
ment which, in his opinion, were likely to engage at no distant 
day or were now actually engaging public attention, he ob- 
served that some of them, although of great importance, were 
not in a state to be dealt with by Parliament at once. There 
was for instance, the subject of the law of patents, which had 
been brought before Parliament last year by Sir H. Cairns, 
which was most wisely referred to a Royal Commission, in a 
few days about to commence its sittings, and which he, asa 
amember of that commission, regarded as one of the most difficult 
and perplexing questions he had ever been called upon to con- 
sider. So difficult indeed was it that he never found two per- 
sons who absolutely agreed with respect to it; but he, at the 
same time, entertained no doubt that some improvement in the 
existing law could be effected. As, however, it was improbable 
that the commission would be able to report upon the subject 
sufficiently early to admit of its being legislated upon next 
session, he would lay it aside as one of those matters which 
were not likely to occupy the immediate attention of Parlia- 
ment. Then came the question of the concentration of the 
courts of justice, which was one that would not in his opinion 
give the House of Commons much trouble whenever our finan- 
cial position admitted of so desirable a reform, inasmuch as, in 
a theoretical point of view, nobody doubted the expediency of 
such a change. There was besides the question of the creation 
of a department of justice, to which the House of Commons 
etood pledged by its own resolution; but then that was a ques- 
tion which did not seem to attract a large amount of public 
attention, nor did he think the majority of the Lower House 
were well prepared to discuss any scheme with respect to it; 
so that he felt disposed to doubt whether anything would 
immediately be done in that direction. What, then, were the 
questions, he would ask, ripe for consideration? Among the 
first was the great question of the consolidation of our statute 
law, and its consolidation in such a shape as to secure the 
establishment of a system by means of which the labour atten- 
dant on the bringing into a convenient form past statutes might 
be avoided in the case of future legislation. There was also 
the question of the Ecclesiastical Courts, which he never heard 
anybody deny required reform, to be dealt with, and any 
measure introduced with that object would, he had no doubt, 
meet with the most favourable consideration from Parliament. 
Last, though not least, came the question of the mode of pro- 
ceeding i in reference to private bill legislation, which he ad- 
mitted loudly called for amendment. ‘Taking, however, railway 
bills, which, after all, constituted the great bulk of that legisla- 
tion, he doubted very much whether the public must not look 
to themselves rather than Parliament to provide a remedy for 
the evils in connexion with the present system of which 
complaint was made. In all great railway companies one set 
of men contributed the money while another set of men spent it, 
and the best mode of obviating the difficulties which arose 
under the circumstances was, he believed, to take care that the 
accounts were duly published, and to keep a watchful eye on 
the expenditure. At the same time arrangements might be 
made between the two Houses of Parliament by which the 
necessity fur travelling twice over the same ground in deal- 
ing with private bills might be done away with. In conclusion 
he.felt bound to say that the labours of the society had not, in 
his opinion, been without the best possible effect in promoting 
the progress of law reform. 

Sir Fitzroy Kelly and other gentlemen also addressed the 
meeting. 








Mr. H. M. S. O’Brien, the second clerk of the Bow-street 
Police Court, died almost suddenly, at Exeter, on Tuesday, 
the 11th inst. Mr. O'Brien had been taking his month’s 
holiday, and was returning from a tour in Devonshire to re- 
sume his duties at the court, when he was seized with an 
attack of rheumatism, which speedily turned to effusion on 
the chest, with water on the heart, and consequent death. 
Mr. O’Brien was accompanied by a brother, but his young 
wife arrived in Exeter only in time to witness the last few 
moments of her husband’s life. The unfortunate gentleman 
had been twenty years in the service ot the court, and was 
highly esteemed by the m and by all who were 


brought iuto contact with him, He was but forty years of 
age. 

The annual highway returns for England and Wales for 
the year ending at Lady-day, 1860, have been issued. They 
show that in that year the highway rates produced £1,992,820, 


The chief items of cadaiihare were these:—For manual 
labour, £786,906 ; team labour, £320,320; mate-ials, £563,906; 
tradesmen’s bills, £161,683; salaries, £104,964. There was, in 
addition, an expenditure of £42,669 in the shape of team and 
other work, not paid for from the rates, but p2rformed in lieu 





of payment of rates. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE EXAMINATION. 
MicnaEtmas Term, 1862, 


Name of Candidate. 
Aldham, Harcourt Huxley 
Billinghurst, John William 
Bird, William O‘Moore, B.A. . 
Birt, Daniel . : 
Blythe, ae? Branton. 
Bolton, Hugh ° P 


Booth, Samuel Stephenson 
Bridgman, Chrsr. Vea aah 
Budge, Edward. 


Bush, John z 
Butler, Charles Duncan 
Cottman, Arthur 

Craven, Jonas, jun. 

Cuff, Christopher Rober b B.A. 
Curtis, Alfred ‘ 

De Castro, Daniel, B.A. 
Dixon, Stephen Brown, jun. 
Drake, Charles Henry 


Field, Charles Ventris. . 
Ford, William Henry . . 
Gaisford, Charles William 

Glynes, Webster . 
Gorton, Francis George ° 


Griffin, William Henry 

Hales, John . . 
Hawthorn, Benjamin Sutton ; 
Haymes, John Buckby 
Houghton, Cedric . 
Hudson, William Henry 
Ibberson, Joseph . ; 
Jackson, Joseph Gretian 
Johnson, Charles Henry 


Langton, Joseph . 
Lascelles, Arthur Hastings | 
Low, Owen . ° e 


Lyon, Thomas Porter . ‘ 
Malim, Frederick John 
Manisty, Henry, jun. . 
Marshall, William raf 


Martin, John : . 
Newbon, Joseph . ° 
Oldknow, Seay Hurst . 
Parker, W illiam Searle 
Peachey, John, jun. 


Pearson, Julius Alexander ; 
Phillips, Walter Hamilton 
Philpot, Henry > 


Pole, George Godfrey . 
Poole, John . : 
Pullen, Henry Finden 
Ring, Richard 

Roberts, Kenneth Bullen 
Robins, Gilbert F 
Roffey, Thomas William 
Sandy, Thomas Guinan 
Scott, Thomas James . * 


Sherratt, William AR cae 
Smith, John Lilly ° P 
Stone, Frank Wm. lee 
Swainson, Joseph,jun. . , . 


Swann, John B.A. ‘ 
Swift, Herbert Henry, B.A. 


To whom articled, assigned, &c. 
Boys Robert Aldham., 
Thomas Baker Cox. 

James Crowdy. 

John B. Ingle.. 

George Pearson Nicholson. 

Edward J. Filder; 8. T. G. 
Downing. 

Harry Booth. 

C. V. Bridgman; W. P. Paull. 

Robert Lowman (deceased); 
George L, Lang. 

William Coleman Gill, 

James Hore. 

Robinson T. Elsdale. 

Thomas William Clough. 

Christopher Cuff, 

Henry Jones. 

George L. P. Eyre. 

Stephen B. Dixon. 

Thos. E. Drake; T. E. Drake, 


jun. 

George Ventris Field (deced) 

Henry Ford, 

William Gaisford. 

Randall Glynes 

A. Rogers; T. Southgate; C. 

iddey. 

Finlay Knight. 

Charles P. Greenhill. 

Charles Cooper 

Arthur Haymes. 

Miles Myers. 

George Atkinson, 

Benjamin Chadwick. 

William M. Ingle. 

William W. How; George F. 
King. 

James Townley. 

William G. George, 

Archibald Low; George Chap- 
man. 

George Webster. 

Freleric Malim. 

Robert Shum. 

B, Turner; John Jordan, 

Jolin Johnson, 

Thomas Newbon. 

William Hunt, 

Henry Parker, jun. 

John Peachey. 

Henry Lloyd. 

Cornelius Thomas Saunders 

Edwin W. Field; William 
Sharpe. 


, William Henry Reece. 


‘Thomas Woodburne. 

Henry Pullen. 

Henry S. Watts. 

Charles Underwood. 

Henry Thomas Young. 

Frederick James Chester. 

John Hawksford. 

J. W. Brunskill; Thomas H. 
Bower, 

Edgworth & Pugh. si 

Thomas Martineau. 

Thomas Fox Simpson. 

Richard Wilson; William 
Strickland Cookson. 

Sydney Gedge, M.A. 

James Blenkinsop. 
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To whom articled, assigned, &c. 
Richard M. Hodge. 
John Kidson, : 
John Brown Twist. 
Andrew Van Sandau. 
Henry Farr, 


Name of Candidate. 
Thomas, Henry . ° ° 
Thompson, Richard 
Twist, Frederick % ; 
Van Sandau, Frederick Edgar 
Wade, William. ‘ ‘ 


Wallis, Preston James - P. Wallis; J. B. Collins; G, 
E. Philbrick. 

Webb, Richard Hy. Goddard Nicholas & Pardoe. 

Widdows, Thomas ‘ - Robert Francis Showler. 

Wilkinson, Alfred Henry Henry Lewellin. 

Woodforde, Henry Whalley Henry Woodforde, 


Wragg, Robert Thomas 
Wright, Charles Augustus 


William Houghton. 
William N. H. Torner, 





EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Micnaetmas TERM, 1862. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the roll 
of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the examiners 
recommended the following gentlemen, under the age of 26, as 
being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

Frank Witi1aM Strong, aged 21, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Stone, Wall, & Simpson, of ‘Tonbridge Wells; and 
Messrs. Coverdale, Lee, & Collyer-Bristow, of London. 

SaMvEL STEPHENSON Boor, aged 22, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. Harry Booth, of Holmfirth; and Messrs. Torr, 
Janeway, & Tagart, of London. 

STEPHEN Brown Drxon, jun., aged 23, who served his 
clerkship to Messrs. Dixon & Macdonald, of Pewsey; and 
Messrs, Lewis, Wood, & Street, of London. 

Danrex Birt, aged-21, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Ingle & Gooddy, of London. : 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded the following prizes of books:— 

To Mr. Stone, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford s-inn. 

To Mr. Booth, the prize of the Honourable society of 
Clement’s-inn. 

To Mr. Dixon, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

To Mr. Birt, one of the prizes of the Incorporate Law 
Society. ‘ 

The examiners have also certified’ that the following candi- 
dates whose names are placed in alphabetical order passed ex- 
aminations which entitle them to commendation :— 

Francis Georce Gorton, aged 21, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. Arundel Rogers, of London; Mr. Tuffnell Samuel 
Southgate, of London, and Mr, Charles Fiddey, of London. 

Cepric Hoveuton, aged 21, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Miles Myres, of Preston. 

Owen Low, aged 21, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Archibald Low, of Portsea; and Messrs. Leakey, Chapman, & 
Clarke, of London. 

Tuomas Porter Lyon, aged 21, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. George Webster, of Liverpool; and Messrs. Gregory & 
Rowcliffes, of London, 

Henry Tuomas, aged 23, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Hodge, Hockin, & Marrack, of Truro. 

The Council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 
amerit. 

The examiners have further announced to the following 
candidates that their answers to the questions at the examina- 
tion were highly satisfactory, and would have entitled them to 
-— or certificates of merit if they had been under the age 
of 26:— 

ALFRED Corts, aged 33, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Coke & Jones, of Neath. 

JoserH GRATIAN JACKSON, aged 35, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr, William Machin Ingle, of Belper. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 98; of 
these 74 were passed, and 24 postponed. 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION UNDER 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 127, 8. 9. 

The elementary works, in addition to book-keeping (mer- 
cantile), selected for the intermediate examination of persons 
under articles of clerkship executed after the Ist of January, 
1861, for the year 1863, are— 

The Second Book of Stephen’s Commentaries founded on 
—e comprising the Rights of Property. 4th Edition. 
1858. 





F. O. Haynes’ Ontlines of Equity. 1858. 

J. W. Smith’s Elementary View of an Action at Law. 7th 
Edition, by Prentice. 1860. 

In consequence of the 4th edition of Stephen's Commerta- 
ries, and the 7th edition, by Prentice, of Smith’s Elementary 
View of an Action at Law, being out of print, the council have 
requested the examiners to frame their questions from such 
parts or subjects as are common to the undermentioned editions 
of those works—Stephen’s Commentaries, 2nd, 3rd, and 4th 
editions.—Smith’s Action at Law, 5th, 6th, 7th, 8th, and 9th 
editions, 

‘The examiners deal with the subject of mercantile book- 
keeping generally, and do not in their questions confine them- 
selves to any particular system. Candidates are not i 
in the method of book-keeping by double entry. 

Candidates are required by the judges’ orders to give a month’s 
notice to the Incorporated Law Society of their intention to be 
examined. The notice should contain the name and resi 
of the candidate, and of the attorney to whom the applicant 
is urticled, .The examinations are held in the Hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
MicuaEtMas TERM, 1862. 
The following days have been appointed for the admission of 
attorneys in the Court of.Queen’s Bench:— 


Monday . Nov.24 {| Tuesday. . Nov. 25 





ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Tuesday, the 25th 
of November, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four 
in the afternoon, for swearing in solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn in on the above day 
must Jeave his common law admission, or his certificate of 
practice for the current year, at the Secretary’s Office, Rolls- 
yard, Chancery-lane, on or before Monday, the 24th of No- 
vember. 

The papers of those gentlemen who cannot be admitted at 
common law till the last day of term will be received at the 
Secretary’s Office up to 12 o'clock on that day, after which time 
no papers can be received. 





LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr. T. H. Happay, on Equity, Monday, November 24, 
Mr. Wint1am Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile 
Law, Friday, November 28. ’ 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


PROJECTED COMPANIES. 

Tue Orn Wetts Company oF Canapa (LimiTeD). 
Capital £75,000, in 15,000 shares of £5 each share. ; 
The object of this company is to work certain oil wells in 

Canada, and open up other wells upon the property p 
to be purchased by the company, and to erect in Canada, or 
in England, as may ke hereafter considered more beneficial for 
tle company, refineries, fitted with the most approved plant, 
for refining the oil upon the best known method. : 
Solicitors, Messrs. Norris & Sons, 2, Bédford-row, W.C. 
Rype Espuayape Hore Company (LiMiTED). 
Capital £30,000 in 6,000 shares of £5 each. Solicitors 
Messrs. Deane, Chubb, & Saunders, 14, South-square, Gray’s- 
inn. 4 
This company is formed to meet the present and constant! 
increasing want of hotel accomodation at Ryde, and the prin- 
cipal object will be to provide an establishment which shall 
combine all the convenience of an hotel with the luxury and 
privacy of a home dwelling, and which will be so 
that for grand occasions one whole wing of the building may 
be appropriated to the exclusive use of special visitors. 





COURT PAPERS. 


Queen’s Bench. 
Michaelmas Term, 17th November, 1862. 
This Court will, on Wednesday, the 26th, and Thursday, 
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the 27th days of November instant, hold sittings, and will pro- 
ceed in disposing of the eases ther pending in the special 
paper, and will also give judgment ,in cases then standing for 
judgment. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
By Messrs. Dantet Smurn, Son, & OaKLey. 

Freehold’property known as Sunningdale, near Windsor, Berks, comprising 

Mansion, &c., and 79a. 3r. 9p. Sold for £22,500. 
Freehold manorial property with Farmhouse and homestead, and 105a, 

Or. 28p., at Laughton, Leicestershire. Sold for £4,800. 
Freehold, 3la. 2r. 15p. of land at Laughton. Sold for £1,790. 
The epee Advowson and next presentation to the Rectory, Laughton, 
Leicestershire. Sold for £1,720, 


By Messrs. Rusuwortn, Jarvis, & Aszorr. 
Leasehold ‘‘ Harley House,” in the, Bow Road, term 74 years from 1828, 


Sold for £1,400. 
AT GARRAWAY’S. 
By Messrs. D. Croxin & Son, 

Leasehold, seven houses, Nos 4 to 10, Berners-st, and four houses and shops, 
Nos..70 to 73, Castle-street, Marylebone, Jet at £1,055 per annum, term 
21 years, ground rent £61 per annum. Sold tor £10,000. 

Leasehold, the ‘‘ Duke of York” Public House, York Stairs, Marylebone, let 
at £100 per annum, Ground Rent, £10 103., per annum, term unexpired, 
25 years. Sold for £1,950. 

Leasehold, 3 Houses with Shops, Nos. 17,18, and 19, Pickering-terrace, 
Paddington, let at £135 per annum, term 7! years from 1833; Ground 
Rent, £21. Sold for £1,700. 

Leasehold House and Shop, 7, Earl-street, Lisson Grove ; also No. 9, Little 
Grove-street, in the rear, Jet at £59 per annum, term 99 years from 
1816, ground rent £7 Is, per annum. Sold for £290, 

LANDED ESTATES COURT, 
COUNTY OF DOWN 
Estate of George Langtry, Owner and Petitioner. 
Lands of Kilmore, containing 304a.; profit rent, £337. Sold to Mr. 
George Brush for £5,890. Mr. George Keogh, Solicitor, 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS, 

AYRTON—On Nov. 18, at 10, Queen’s-road West, Regent’s-park, the wife 

of Aifred Ayrton, Esq., of Doctors-commons, of a daughter. 

MORRISON—On Nov, 14, at Wray-park, Reigate, the wife of G. 
Carter Morrison, Esq., Svlicitor, of a son. 

PEACOCK—On Noy, 18, at the Elms, Crouch-hill, Hornsey, the wife of 
M. B. Peacock, Esq., of a son. 

SPEED—On Noy 18, at No. 15, Devonshire-place, the wife of William 
Speed, Esq., of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

CHRISTIE—BROWNE—On Nov. 13, at Norwich, James Henry Brooke 
Christie, only son of George Henry Christie, Esq., of Framingham Pigot, 
Norfolk, to Beatrice, eldest daughter of W. J. Utten Browne, Esq., J.P., 
of Heigham-grove, Norwich. 

KARSLAKE—GARRARD—On Nov. 15, at Surbiton, Kingston-on-Thames, 
Preston Karslake, Esq., of Regent-street, London, to Emily, eldest 
daughter of Stephen Garrard, Esq., of Kingston-on-Thames, and of 13, 
Suffolk-street, Pall-mall East, London, 

PRIESTLY—ISON—On Noy. 5, Mr. John Hessel Priestly, B.A., Solicitor, 
of Barton-upon-Humber, Lincolnshire, to Miss Catherine Elizabcth, 
youngest daughter of Mr. William Ison, of Steeraway, near Wellington, 

WANSEY—WELLSTED—On Nov. 12, at Edmonton, Arthur Henry Wan- 
sey, Solicitor, Bristol, to Blanche, eldest daughter of the Rey. Alfred 
Oliver Wellsted, incumbent of St. Jude’s, Bristol. 

DEATHS. 

cs ~ petting Noy. 12, Francis Falkner, Esq., Solicitor, Rathgar, Ire 
land. 

WHATELEY—On Nov. 15, at 6, Park-street, Westminster, aged 68. 
William Whateley, Esq. Q.C., one of the Benchers of the Inner Temple, 

WOLLASTON— On Nov. 11, at Shirley, Southampton, Diana Harriet, the 
bs - Frederick Luard Wollaston, Esq., of Shirley, and of the Middle 

‘emple. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Brofessional Partnerships Dissolved. 
TuEspay, Nov. 18, 1862. 


Freeland, Jno. and Chas Borradaile, Gray’s-inn, Attorneys and Solicitors. 
Nov 15. By mutual consent. 


Gindings-up of Joint Stock Comypantes. 
Limitep In Bankauprcy. 
Farvay, Nov 14, 1862. 

Southampton, Isle of Wight, and Portsmouth Improved Steamboat Co,— 

— towind up Nov 1. Sameday, Cannan appointed Cfiicial Laqui- 
TuespAY, Noy. 18, 1862, 
UNLimirep In CHANCERY. . 

Public Life Assurance Company.—Voluntary winding-up ordered, but 
subject to the supervision of the Court. Nov 8. MR. Whinney, 
Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn, appointed Liquidator. 

Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Ferar, Nov. 14, 1862. 
Fisher, W, Albert-sq, Stratford, Gent. Feb 1, Hilleary, Faachucch-bl lz 





Harris, Wm, Wootton, Northampton, Esq. Dec 15. Fle:her, North- 


ampton. 

Martin, Catherine Elizabeth, Great Stanmore, Spinster. Jan1. Hamilton, 
Gt James-st, Bedford-row, 

Stevens, Anne, Lpool, Spinster. Dec 22. Banner, Lpool. 

Ward, Rev. Sam! Briggs, Quinton, Northampton, Clerk. Dec 15 
Flesher, Northampton, 

Wrigley, Thos, West Derby, Lancaster, Gent. Dec 8. Stockley & 


Wrigley, Lpool. 
Tourspar, Nov. 18, 1862. 

Blake, Rev Rbt Ferrier Jex, Great Dunham, Norfolk, Clerk. Dec 26. 
Blake, Norwich. 

Colman, Jno, Eastbourne, Yeoman. Feb 1. Gell & Son, Lewes. 

Consitt, Hy Horatio, Queen’s-rd, Peckham, Commander, Merchant Service. 
April 1. Appleton, Broad-st-buildings. 

Eccles, Grace, Inverness-rd, Middx, Spinster. March 17, Cuffe, Exeeu- 
tor, King’s Bench-walk. 

Gelson, Jno, Halifax, Mannfacturer. Dec 31. Barstow & Son, Halifax. 

Harding, Jno, South-p!, Brtixon, Gent. Dec 18, Lewis & Sons, Wilming- 
ton -sq. 

Humen, Jno, Isteham, Cambridge, Farmer. Dec 3!. Read, Mildenhall, 

Jackson, Wm, Twickhenham, Carrier. Dec 23, Treherne & Wolferstan, 
Gresham-st. 

Knight, Stephen, Bromsgrove, Gent. Jan 25. Sande’s, Bromsgrove. 

Ledger, M: tthew, Kensal-green, Midx, Surgeon. Dec 31. Hiil & Son, 
Throgmorten-st. 

Oldman, Thos, Gainsbro’, Attorney. Jan1, Heaton & Oldman, Gainsbro’. 

Perkins, Jos, New Windsor, Gent. Dec 15. Phillips, New Windsor. 

Selman, Samson Alvestun, Gloucester, Yeomen. Dec 21. Burges 
Bristdl. 

Thompson, Thos, Newton-upon-Trent, Farmer. Jan 1. Weaton& 
man, Gainsbro’. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faiway, Novy. 14, 1862. 
Fussell, Susannah Chaffey, Mells, Somerset, Widow. Dee 38. Moo 
Browne, Y.C. Stuart. 
Kemp, Geo, Bures Hamlet, Essex, Farmer. Dec 5. Jones v. Gar 
V. C. Stuart. 
Mediey, Samuel, Vassall-rd, Brixton. Dec 15. Medley v. Medley, V.C.. 
Stuart. 
Ringham, Wm, Croydon, Plumber. Dec 8. Parker v. Ringham, M.R. 
Waddington, Saml, Sicklinghall, York. Dee 8. Waddington v. Houfe,. 
M > 


RB. 
Zenogle, Eliza, Montague-p!, Hammersmith, Spinster. Dee 15. France 
v. France, V.C. Kindersley. 


Turspay, Nov 18, 1862. 


Alcock, Saml, Cobridge, Stafford, China Manufacturer. Dec 16. Clews 
v. Alcock, M.R. 

Edwards, Rey Wm, Loughborough House, Lambeth. Dec 10, Roberts 
v. Edwards, M.R. 

Ready, Wm Lytham, Colonel in the Army. Dec {1. Leeming v. Ready, 
Office of Registrar (County Palatine of Lancaster) Preston. 

Wright, Wm, Oundle, Innkeeper. Jan 10. Bower v. Wright, V.C. Stuart. 


Assiguments for Benefit of Creditors, 
Fripay, Noy. 14, 1862. 
Clarke, Chas Kelsey, Goole, Ironmonger. Oct 16, Foster, Birm. 
Laverack, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ale Merchant. Oct 16. Eaton & 
Beilby, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Walker, Jno, Concordia Mill, Bradford, Stuff Manufacturer, Nov 6. 
Terry & Watson, Bradford, and Wood & Killick, Bradford. 


Tcespay, Nov, 18, 1862. 
Attwood, Wm, Enfield, Grocer. Nov 6. Treherne & Wolferstan, Gres - 
ham-st. 
Pursglove, Saml, Herstmoncenx, ‘Farmer. Nov ll. Sinnock, Haiisham,. 
Pursglove, Kobt, Herstmonceux, Farmer. Nov 11. Sinnock, Hailsham. 


Beds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Frivay, Nov. 14,1862, 


Alexander, Francis, Chippenham, Auctioneer. Oct 22, Assnmnt. Reg 
Nov 12. 

Baker, Saml, Bristol, Hosier. Oct 14. Assnmnt. Reg Noy 11. 

Banks, Wm. Mount-st, Lambeth, Draper. Oct 16. Comp. Reg Nov 12, 

Beaven, Jus, Crooked-!ane, London, Latter. Nov 8. Assnmnt. Reg 
Nov 12. 

Behr, Moritz, Winchester, Schoolmaster, Oct 23, Assnmnt. Reg Nov 13.. 

Box, Stephen Thos, Chester, Gas Fitter. Oct 18. Cony. Reg Nov 13. ’ 

Broadfield, Rhd, Ironbridge, Salop, Grocer. Noy 8, Assnmnt. Reg Nov 32. 

Coustos, Hiram Sadler, Southtown, Great Yarmouth, Schoolmaster, Oct 
21, Assnmnt. Reg Nov ll. 

Crowther, John, Heckmondwike, Grocer. Oct 20. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 13. 

— John James, Runcorn Gap, Lanc, Victualler, Oct 21, Comp. Reg 

oy 13. 

Dee, Charles, Ashling, Sussex, Builder, Oct 24, Cony. Reg Nov M. 

Edwards, George, Islington, Midx, Draper. Nov 3. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 14. 

, eee Balisall-heath, Birm, Brewer, Nov 5. Assnmnt. d 

‘ov 12. 

Gosden, Hy Thos, & Jno Edw Hammond, Noel-st, Soho, Bookbinders. Oet 
16. Assnmnt., Reg Nov !2. 

Gullick, Jas, London-wall, Victualler. Oct 15. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 12. 

Lonsdale, Jas, Oswaldtwistle, Lancaster, Groecr. Oct 31, Ass. Reg Nov 12. 

Maugham, Hen,Longsight, Manch, Prov Dealer. Oct 24. Ass. Reg Nov 10. 

McKend, dno, Cartmell, Lanc, Draper. Oct 21, Ass. Reg Nov. 12. 

McKernan, Jno, & Jas McKernan, Lpool, Coopers. Nov 4. Ass. Reg Nov 12:, 

Milnes, Geo Harrison, Hddsfield, Bookseller. Oct 31, Ass. Reg Noy 1h 

Price, Philip Gil, Birm, Gas Fitter. Nov 5. Ass. Reg Nov J3. 

Toleman, Jno, Bristcl, Milliner. Oct 15. Ass. Reg Nov 11. 

Townend, Jno, Doncaster, Potato Dealer. Oct 22. Ass. Reg Nov 13. 

Volans, Jno, Wistow, York, Farmer. Oct 17. Ass. Reg Nov 12. 

Von der Heyde, Jno Jas, Lower Thames-st, Tobacco Manufacturer, Oct 
27. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 14 5 
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TvgsparY, Nov. 11, 1862. 
Baildon, Jno, Leeds, Dyer. Nov 3. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 14, 
Betts, Josiah, Wolverhampton, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 20. 
Reg Nov 17. 
Brindley, Jas, Derby, Butcher. Nov7. Assmnt. Reg Nov 15. 
_—s Jas Logan, High-st, Poplar, Grocer. Nov 10. Comp. Reg 
ov 15. 


or bes Saltney, Chester, Grease Manufacturer. Oct 21. 
. ov 18, 
by , Edwin, Oldham, Cotton Waste Dealer. Reg 
ov 15. 
Cook, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Oct 23. Comp. Reg Nov 15. 
Day, Mi meg Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Innkeeper. Oct 24. Assmnt. 
ov 
puny Francis, Thetford, Draper. Oct 17. Comp. Reg Nov l4. 
Headon, W, Sutcombe, Devon, Farmer. Nov 12. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 17. 
Jay, Geo, Western-st, Stratford, Builder. Oct 18. Comp. nde 15. 
Jones, Chas, Cheltenham, Draper. Oct20. Assnmnt. Nov 15. 
Littlejobns, Jno, Hartland, Devon, Yeoman. Nov li, Conv. Reg Nov 17, 
Lucas, Sam! Appleyard, York, Stone Mason. Oct 31, Conv. Reg Nov 17. 
Mosedale, Wm, Sheffield, Grocer. Oct 22. Conv. Reg Nov 15. 
a Geo, St John-st-rd, Clerkenwell, Cabinet Maker. Nov4. Assmnt. 
eg Nov 18. 
Pickering, Peter, Bury, Innkeeper. Oct 20. Assmnt. Reg Nov 17. 
ior | seer Caddell, Craven-st, Midx, Wine Merchant. Noy 13. Conv. 
Nov ! 
Thomas, Bony ‘Pembroke Dock, Grocer. Oct29. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 14, 
Tindall, Jno, Bury, Innkeeper. Nov3. Conv. Reg Nov 14. 
‘Trelfa, ‘Ino, Manch, Timber Dealer. Nov 12. Assmnt. Reg Nov 17. 
‘Venn, Rbdt Jno, Baker-st, Portman-sq, Music Seller. Oct 30. Comp. 
Reg Nov 18. 
‘Watson, Walter, Denmark-rd, Camberwell, Cattle Food Dealer. Nov 1. 
nt. Reg Nov 15, 


Windsor, Jas, Portsmouth, Tailor, Oct'30. Cony. Reg Nov 13. 
Bankruypts. 


Farpar, Oct. 14,4862, 
To gd in London. 

Anthony, Redmond Cam; Millbank-rew, Westminster, Artist. Pet 
Nov ll. Dec 2 at 12. . Upper Stamford-st. 

bee Randolph, Bow-lane, Mantle Maker. Pet Nov 6. Nov 27 at il. 

Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Boisse, Gabriel, Upper -rd, Bow, Master Mariner. Pet Nov 11. 
Nov 25 at 1, Howard & Co, Fenchurch-st 

Burgess, Daniel, Somersham, Chemist. Pet Nov 12, Nov 27 at 11. 
Abbott &,Co, New-inn. 

Clarke, Fredk, jun. Deptford, Oil Refiner. Pet Nov 10. Dec 2 at 12. 

Phipos, Coleman-st. 

Cook, Jno, Coleman-st, Camberwell, Victualler. Pet Nov1l, Dec 2 at 
11, Loxley & Morley, Cheapside 

Corsbie, Thos, Church-passage, Piccadilly, Victualler. Pet Nov 4, Dee 
2atl. Jerwood, Ely-pl. 

ar pag Chas, Lucas-pl, Comm-rd E, Midx, Cabinet Maker. Pet Nov 
12. Dec2 atl. Silvester, Gt Dover-st 

Crowther, Thos, Wilson-st, Shoreditch, Saddler, Pet Nov 6. Nov 25 at 
3. Marshall, Basinghall-st. 

Darling, Jos Hen, rary Kensington, out of business. Pet Noy 7. 
Nov 25 at 3. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 

Farmer, Jno, New-st, Lambeth, Corn Chandler. Pet Nov7. Dec 2 at 


ll. Gant, Nicholas-lane, 
ro, Jno, West Ham, Builder. Pet Nov 11. Dec 2 at 12. Wells, 
‘oorgate-st. 
— hos, eee, Pimlico, Butcher. Pet Nov 12, Nov 27 at 
11.30. Bennett, Tooley-st. 
Garnett, Wm, Bowling-green-st, Kennington-oval, Hat Maker, Pet Nov 
10. Nov 25at2, Fisher, Camberwell New-rd. 
Goodson, Thos Geo, Nelson-st, Bermondsey, Chandler’s-shop Keeper. Pet 
betel 12 # an pau). Dec2atl2. Aldridge. 
m, Camberwell-lane, Brixton, Grocer. Pet Nov 12. Déc2 at 
Stemi k Lewis, Ely-pl. 
Hort, Benj, Harmood-st, Camden-town, Bootmaker. Pet Nov 10 (for pau.) 
Nov 27 at 12. Aldridge. 
a Jas, Shadwell, Baker. Pet Nov 10. Nov 26 at ll. Chidley, 
Irvine, A, ai, Hampton, Gent. Oct 22. Nov 25 ati. Miller, George yd, 


Pet Nov 


Assnmnt. 


Comp. 
Nov 12. Cony, 


on, 

Kenyon, Margaret, ye § paige poeeting hones Keeper. 
13. Nov 27 at 12 ereday, Bedford-row. 

King, Enoch, St John’s-rd, Hoxton, Builder. 
2ati2. Aldridge., 

Porte, Ernest, Upper Stamford-st, ating Lodging-rooms Keeper. 

Pet Nov 12 (for pau) Dec2ati. Aldri 

Matthew, Jno, ey Suffolk, Merchant’s Clerk. Pet Nov 12. Dec 2 


atl. Cree & Last, Gray’s-inn. 
, out of business. Pet Nov 10 


= Wm, Harlequia Tavern, Drury-lat 
u). Dec2at i. Aldridge. 
m, Drury-lane, Midx, Dealer in Comtnns Trimmings. Pet Nov 
7. Dec2ati2. Lepard & Gammon, Cloak 
Phillips, Thos Hen, Skinner-st, Snow-hill, Gas *pitter. Pet Nov 10 (for 
pau). Nov 27 at 11.30. Aldridge. 
Roy, Charles James M‘Pherson, Brunswick-ter, Lower-rd, Rotherhithe, 
out of business. Pet Nov 12. Nov 27 at 11.30. Wontner, Bucklers- 


bury. 

Samu, oo Strand, Jeweller. Pet Nov 8. Dee 2at 1. 
Co, Old Jewry: 

Sims, Jno, lamaa Punkey, Church Verger. Pet Nov ll. Nov 26 at 


12, . Parsons, 
Slaney, Geo, Bishopsgate-st Without, Dining Rooms Keeper. Pet Noy ll, 


” Pet Nov 10 (for pau). Dec 


Lawrance & 


Dec 2at 12. Wells, 

Smith, Sam), Bedford-st, sq, Assistant. Pet Nov 10. Nov 25 at 
2. Peckham, Ludgate-st. | 
‘eeden, Thos, Richmond-mews, Westbourne-park, Cab Driver. Pet Nov 
10. Dec2atil, A eaed, , Carey-st. } 


Pet Nov 8. Dee 2 at 12, 
Pet Noy Ll. 


Woodward, Stephen, - » Plumber. 


Woolmington, Jno Wm, Long-acre, Greengrocer. 
at 1,30. Wyatt, Chancery-lane. 





Nov 25 
| 


reser nnn nem 
Wynne, Jes Owen, syndharst-aq, Peckham, Clerk. Pet Nov li. Dac? 


at Ll, Lamb, Gray 
To > PD the Country. 
Adams, Thos, Stoke-upon-Trent, ine nee: i ie Pet Nov 5. 


Birm, Dec | at 12. James & Knight. 
Alder, Hen Daniel, Che!tenham, Hatter. Pet Nov 7. Bristol, Nov 28 at 
Ll.’ Chesshyre, Cheltenham, and Bevan & 


Co, Bristol. 
Barker, Baxter, Bradford, Spirit Merchant. Pet Nov 12. Leeds, Nov. 27 


at il. Lees & Senio ior, Bradford, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds, 
Grand, Ape Manch, Beer Seller. Pet Nov 10. Manch, Dec 8 at 9.90, 
A nch, 


Barton, J a Ween cone Recueil, Chester, out of business. Pet 

. Northwich, Nov 26 Dunstan, Northwich, 

Birt, Wm. Lpool, Boot Maker. feNerih Lpool, Nov 26 at 11. Man- 
hull & Horner, 


1. 
_ urn, Saml, AReineham, Comm Agent. Nov8, Manch, Nov 26 at 
Booti, Wm, Blackley, _ ER EROS Pet Nov 1!. Manch§Nov 27 
12. Reddish, Manch. 
Brook, Jabez, and Wm Fredk Croslands, Waste Dealer: Pet Nov 10. 
Leeds, Nov 24 at 11. Floyd & Learoyd, Huddersfield, and Bond & 


Barwick, Leeds. 
onel. Thos Lpool, Innkeeper. Pet Noy 1t. Lpool, Nov 26 at 12, Evans 


Cotterel, Jo, Dem Cab Proprietor, Pet. Walsall, Nov28 at 11, 
Dawson, Geo Lodowick, Middleham, York, Trainer of Race Horses. Pet 

Nov 10. Leeds, Dee 1 at ll. Harle, Leeds. 
Pet Nov 10. Portsmouth, 


Dee, Geo, Bury, Alverstoke, Beer Seller. 
isauea’ Ieee oy eon ‘pool, Ti 
pont, jis, Liver; eacher, Pet Nov 1, Liverpool, 
Nov 36 at 12. Cross, Liverpool. : 
Fletcher, Wm, jun, Dawley, Salop, Charter Master. Pet Nev 42. 
M. » Dec 13 at 12. Taylor. 


Gent, Peter, leton, Hair Dresser, “Pet Nov 11. Congleton, Nov 22 
Gin i oe Weld ~— le, G Pet N Barnstaple, Nov 24 
race, on, taple, Gent t Nov 1. ov 

at 12. Bencraft, “a . « 


Barnstaple. 
Hall, Phineas, Little Bolton, Contractor. Pet Nov Lil. Dee 4 at 12. 
Richardson, Bolton. 


Harries, Wm, Saundersfoot, Pembroke, Blacksmith. Pet Nov 40. Nar- 
berth, Nov 24 at 12. Parry, Pembroke Dock. 
Hartley, Thos, PendJeton, Eccles, Lancashire, Iron Roller. Pet News. 


Dudley, Dee 8 at 10.. Maltby, Dudley. 
Hogs, a Heath, Tipton, Butcher. Pet Nov 10. Dudley, Dec 
e, 

Holroyd, Jnthn, Hillhouse, near Hddrsfid, Yeast Merchant. Mov 4. 
Hddrsfld, Dec 4at 10. Haigh, Hddsfid- 

— Sam, Hough, Hulme, Bookkeeper. Pet Nov8, Salford, Nov 

Hulme, Sampson, Stoke-upon-Trent, Beer Seller. Pet Now tl, Stoke- 
upon-Trent, Dec lat ll, Tennant, Hanley. 

gir + hates, 5 oat Milliner, Pet Nov 12. Liverpool, Nar 97 at 

Kerridge, David Toms, Framlingham, Butcher, Pet Nov 12. Framling- 
ham, Nov 26 at 2. Mosely & Massey, Framlingham. 

Latham, Wm, Martinhoe, Devon, Butcher. Pet Novl. Exeter, Dee 3-at 
12, Wilde, Rees, & Co, College-hill, and Floud, Exeter 

oe. Jno, jun, Aston, Birm, Greengrocer. Pet Nov wv 10. Birm, Dec 8 
at 10. Parry, Birm 

Loftus, Thos,;Christopher Thorp, & James Parkinson, "Sena! 
Linen Manufacturers. “a Pe + ae Leeds, Dec | at 11. Butter, 
pl, and Bond & Barwick. Leed 

tin, Charles, Derby, Builder. Pet Nov 11. Nott, Nov 25 at il. 

Blackwell, Nottingham. 

Milthorpe, Arthar, Bradford, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 11. Bradford, Dee 
9 at 10.30. Lees & Senior, Bradford. 

Minchin, Chas Hy, Manc,Comm Agent. Pet Nov 8. Mane, Nov 26 at 12. 
Faulkner, Manc. 

Moon, Moses, Eccleston, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Nov 10. Chorley, Nor 
27 at 10. ‘Clinning, Chorley. 

Moss, Sydney, Cardiff, Boot Maker. Pet Nov il. Cardiff, Now 25-at I. 

Oliver, Jas, ett, Grocer. Pet Nov 4. Nott, Dec2 at ll. Preston, Nott. 

Patker, Kchd Thos, Fiskerton, Notts, Butcher. Pet Nov 10. Newark, 
Nov 26 at 12. Ashley, Newark, 

ha. John, Carli e, Joiner. Pet Nov ll. Carlisle, Now 96 at 12. 

Wannop, Carlisle. » 
Perkins, Chas, jun, Sexthrepes, Norfolk, Watch Maker. Pet. Moy 7. 


North Walsham, Nov 28 atll. Scott, North Walsham, 
Ralph, Thos Stanley, “Everton, Traveller. Pet Nov 12. Liverpool, Nov 
2atl. Grace, 


Rattenbury, Hugh, Smear, Baker. Pet Nov 8. Newton-Abbot, Nov 
2) at ll. Carter, Torquay. 
Exeter, Nov 26 


Runnalls, Hy oe Sm Butcher. Pet Oct 21. 
atll, Downing, Red 

Salter, Chas, and avis 1 ie, Kidderminster, Carpenters. Pet Oct 27. 
Birm, Dec,|.at 12. Saunders & Son, Kidder, and James & Birm. 

Shaw, Jas, jun, Colville, Leicester, Grocer. Pet Nov I. 

la Zouch, Nov 27 at i. Dewes, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 

Sigworth, Thos, Scarbro, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 10. Leeds, Dee } at il. 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

— ag noe , Outfitter. Pet Nov 10. Southampton, Nov27 

> ton. 
——, bing om , Saddler. Pet Nov 10. Birm, Nov 28 at12. dames 
t, Bi 

To ohn Wm, Princes Betncoush. Bucks, Chemist, Pet Nov 10. 
Nev 26at 11. Marshall, High Wycombe. 

Thorrton, Geo, Brighton, Victualler. Pet Nov 11. Brighton, Dee bat 11. 

. Rehd, Birm, Tailor. Pet Nov 10. Birm, Dec8 at 10. Allen, 

Willeock:, Bett, Leeda, Lodger. Pet Nov ll. Sleaford, Nov 26 at 11. 
Brown. & Son, Lincoln. 

| Wittens, John, Kaeo mane pam. Farmer. Pet Nov 13. Bristol, Nov 


atll. Brittan 
wiliems, Jno, Sw scene om Bristol. Nov 10. Bristol, Nov 280611 
Brittan, — 
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Wilson, Jno, Sunderland, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 7, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Nov 28 at 12.30, Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Worsfold, Fredk, Iifield, Sussex, and Wm Worsfold, Crawley, Black- 
mmiths. Pet Nov ll, Horsham, Dec 9 at 11. Rawlison, Horsham. 
TuesparY, Nov. 18, 1862, 
To Surrender in London. 
Abbott, Thos Rchd, Blackfriars-rd, Beer Seller. 
Nov 29 at 10.30. Aldridge. 
Blake, Thos Trevillon, Dymchurch, Kent, Farmer. 
at 2. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Brame, Set. Gracechurch-st, Shipping Agent, Pet Nov17. Dec 9 at 
1 


idiey, Old Jewry. 
Brown, Jno Archibald, Westbourne-ter, Midx, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 13 
(for pau). Dec 2 at 2.30. Aldridge. 


Pet Nov 14 (for pau). 
Pet Novll. Dec? 


Butler, Rchd, Market-st, Edgware-rd, Smith. Pet Nov 13 (for pau)... 


Nov 29 at 11. Aldridge. 
Keen, Hen Jno, London-rd, Southwark, Haberdasher. 
2at2. Silvester, Gt Dover-st. 


Pet Nov 13. Dec 
Louis, Bury-st, St Mary Axe, Jeweller. Pet Nov 13. Nov 29 

Lind Fed ll. Chidley, Old Jew: 

joyd, 


ry. 

Zachariah, Albion-p!, Stoke Newington-rd, Builder. Pet Nov 14 
(for pau). Nov 29at10.30. Aldridge. 

Maton, Chas Geo, Myddleton-st, Clerkenwe!l, Bookbinder. Pet Nov 14. 

Pet Nov 15. Nov 29 at 11. 


Pet Nov 14 (for 


Old Jewry 
parker, Jos, Pulteney-st, Barnsbury-rd, Midx, Oil and Colourman. Pet 
Dec 2 at ll. Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 
oo rook, Thos Surbiton, Surrey, Grocer. Pet Nov 15. Nov 29 at 10.30. 
Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 
> Hen, Buckland, Surrey,Carpenter. Pet Oct 29. Dec 2 at 2.30, 
at iz. Rae, Warwick-ct, Gray’s-inn, 
Pet Nov 10. Dec2at2. Pook, Basinghall-st. 
Richardson, Manch. 
Pet Nov 14, Shef, Dec3at2. Binney, 
Harle, Lee 
Noy 4 at 9. Liladon, Gainsboro’, 
Pet Nov 14. Manch, Dec 
Young, 
Beaton, Birm 
lestone, Geo, Ide, Devon, Butcher. Pet Nov 14. Exeter, Nov 27 at 11. 
Pet Nov 13, Bury, 
Dec 4at 12. Anderton, Bury. 
it, Antoine Louis, Lpool, Teacher of French. 
Du Birm, Dec 
Sat 10. Powell & Son, Birm. 2 
Pet Nov 3. 
Noy 28 at io. Averill, Hereford 


Dec Q9atil. Steinberg, Watling-st. 
Muckleston, Jno, Wolsey- ter, Kentish-town,” Draper. 
Nov 13, Dec 2 at 2.30. Peverley, Coleman-st. 
Pearl, Jas Jno, Friendly-pl, Old Kent-rd, Harness Maker. 
rrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 
Pet Nov 13. Dec 2 at 2. 
Simpson, Saml Jas, Calthorpe-pl, Gray’s-inn-rd, Dairyman. 
Roscoe, Bedford-row. 
Pet Nov 13. Dec6é 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Banks, Rchd, Sheffield, Grocer. 
Sheffield, 
Pet Nov 12. Leeds, Dec 1 at 11. 
Betteley, Thos, Pendleton, Lancaster, Carver. 
Blake, Geo Wm, Ripponden, York. Oct 17. Leeds, Dec 4 at 11. 
Pet Nov6. Birm, Nov 28 at 12. 
Clarkson, ‘Thos, Bradford, Shopkeeper. 
ryer, Exeter. 
Dicks, Hen, Town Quay, S'hampton, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 12. S’hampton, 
Nov 26 at 12. Cross, Lpool. 
Leadbury, 


Maybenk, Chas, Plumstead, B:ot Maker. 
pau). Dec6atil. Aldridge. 
Pascoe, Jno Thos, Playhouse-yard, Whitecross-st, Dairyman. Pet Noy 14. 
Pet Nov 13, 
Dec 2at2. Moss, Gracechurch-st. 
a Thos, Chigwell, Essex, Victualler. 
Pet Nov 12. 
Dec 9atil. Holt, Quality-ct. 
Spriggs, Saml, Stoke Albany, Northampton, Tailor. 
Wood, Matilda, Coventry-st, Haymarket, Refreshment House Keeper. 
Andrew, Jonah, Manch, Banker. Pet Nov 5, Manch, Dec 10 at 12. 
Shi 
Barber, Geo heed Leeds, Innkeeper. 
Belton, igen ‘Walkeringham, Notts, Farmer. Pet Nov 10. Gainsboro’, 
4at 12, Leigh, Manch. 
Leeds. 
Boden, Jno Gabriel, Birm, Victualler. 
Pet Noy 14. Leeds, Dec 4 at 11. 
Hill, Bradford, and Simpson, Leeds. 
Davies, Jos, Bury, Lancaster, Earthenware Dealer. 
Nov 29 at 12: Mackey, S'hampton. 
Pet Nov 1]. Lpool, 
itton, Jos, Aston, near Birm, out of business. Pet Nov 13. 
Fencott, Wm, Much Marcle, Hereford, Farmer. 
Flynn, J Lpool, Prov ision Dealer. Pet Nov 14. Lpool, Dec 1 at 3. Grocott, 


Griffin, ‘kaw, ba ae Trym, Gloucester. Pet Nov 14. 
Dec 5 at 12. Pigeo 
beep Robt, Pm org Agent. 


Pet Nov 12. Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Nov 
27 at ll. Eddowes, Derby. 
Groves, Wm, Leeds, out of business. Pet Nov 15. Leeds, Dec 3 at 12,30. 
Harle, Leeds. 
Hanson, Jabez, Berks, Architect. Pet Nov 12. Newbury, Dec 1! at 11. 
Slocombe, Reading 
Harper, Jno, Setarhetenton, Butcher. Pet Nov13. Birm, Dec 1 at 
12, Walker, Wolverhampton 
mo: ees ee » Baker. Pet Nov 15. Lpool, Dec 2 at 12.30, 
hes, 
Hutchinsen, ay Leeds, Cooper. Pet Nov 14. Leeds, Dec 3 at 12. 
Jack math 
son, Thos Corlet Lpool, Merchant. Pet Nov 15. Dec 2 at 12. 
& Co, Lpool. eee 
Jackson, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Beer Seller. Pet Nov 14, Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Nov 26 at 11. Eaton & Beilby, Hull. 
Jarrat, Rachael, Kingston-upon-Hull, Milliner. Pet Nov 12, Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Nov 26 at 12. Summers, Hull. 
ee omy ear Beer Dealer. Pet Nov 14. Bristol, Nov 23 
Fg ‘son De Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Saddler. Pet Nov 13. Merthyr 
Tydfil, Nov 29 at 2, Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 
a + Merchant... Pet Nov 12. Leeds, 


Lowe, Hull, 
Langford, Geo, Lenton, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Pet Nov 14. 
Nottingham, Dec 2 at 11. Cann, Nottingham, 


Bristol 





Lawton, Chas, Sheffield, Victualler. Pet Nov 17. Sheffield, Dec 3 at 2, 
Binney, Sheffield. 

Markcrow, Jas Isaac, Kingston-upon-Hull, Fish Merchant. Pet Nov 12 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Dec 3 at 11. Ayre, Hull. 

Mellor, Wm, , Draper. Pet Nov 15. Lpool, Dec 2 atl. Anderson. 
and Collins, Lpool. 

Monk, Wm, Accrington, Lancaster, Contractor. Pet Nov 14. Mane, Deg 
2atll. Cobbett & Wheeier, Manc. 

Nankiville, re | Plymouth, Master Mariner, Pet Noy 14, Exeter, 
Dec 6 at 12,30. Elworthy & Co, Plymouth 

Nicklin, Jas, Northwood, Staffurd, Grocer. Pet Nov 17. Hanley, Dec 13 
at 12. Sutton, Bursiem. 

bay Rbt, Bedlington, Northumberland, Marine Store Dealer. Pet 

Nov 15, Rewenste nesnnre ae 4s at 12.30. Joel, Nwestl-on-T: 

Pickersgill, Francis Naylor, Winteringham, Lincoln, Butcher. Pet 
13, Barton-on-Humber, Dec 3 at 11. . Bygott, n-Humber. 

Pingstone, Jno, Bristol, Brewer. Pet Nov 14. Bristol, Dee 5 at 12, Hin. 

Pope, Wm, Bristol, Builder. Nov 15. Bristol, Dec 5 at 12. Hill. 

ee. Wan, Leominster. Pet Nov 13, Leominster, Dec3 at 11. Bed+ 

Radford, Sarah, Sheffie! d, Widow. Pet Nov 13. Sheffield, Nov 29 at 10, 
Fernell, Sheffield. ‘ 

Rider, Teas Bramley, Leeds, Warehouseman. Pet Nov 13. Leeds, Dee 
2at 1.30. Eddison & Ford, 

— Ellen, Manc, Baker. Pet Nov 14. Manc, Dec lat il. Leigh, 

slabertn, Rbt, Mane, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Pet Nov 14. Mane, Dec 2 
atil2. Gardner, "Mane. 

Robinson, Jno, Gilesgate-moor, Durham, Publican. Pet Nov 12. Dur- 
ham, Dec | at 12. Marshall, Durham. 

Scott, Wm, Halifax, Builder. Pet Nov 13, Halifax, Dec 5 at 10. Jubb. 
Halifax. 

Scott, Wm, and Geo Rutherford, Lpool, Builders. Pet Nov 15. Lpool, 
Dec 2 at 12. Harris, Lpool. 

Scott, Wm, Rhymney, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 4. Bristol, Nov 
28 at il. Shepard, Tredegar, and Henderson, Bristol. 

Simpson, Wm, Leeds, Carting Agent. Pet Nov 12, Leeds, Dec 2 atl. 
Harle, Leeds. 

Tamplin, Jno, Cardiff, Pilot. Pet Nov 14, Cardiff, Dec 1 at 11. 
Cardiff. 


Taylor, Ed Hy, Mold, Flint. Nov 10. Liverpool, Dec 2 at 11. 

Taylor, Stephen, Manch, Printer. Pet Nov 12. Manch, Dec 8 at 9.30. 
Stiles, Manch. 

Thwaites, Rd, Leyburn, York, Pig Jobber. Pet Nov 14. Leyburn, Nov 
24 at I. Teale, Leyburn, 

Tilke, Geo, Sidbury, Devon, Butcher. 
Floud, Exeter, 

Tresidder, Jno, Penryn, Nov 11. 

Tyler, Wm, sen, Wendesbury, Stafford, Beerseller, Pet. 
28 atl0. Duignan, Walsall. 

Whittle, Rbt, Little Bolton, Lancaster, Beerselier, Pet Nov 15. 
Nov 29 at 10. Edge, Bolton. 

Woolhouse, Hy; Sheffield, Grocer, Pet Nov 17. Sheffield, Dec 3 at 2. 
Broadbent, Sheffield. 


Ingledew, 


Nov 15. Exeter, Dec 3 at 12. 


Exeter, Nov 28 at 12. Floud, Exeter. 
Walsall, Nov 


Bolton, 


* BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 


Faway, Nov. 14, 1862, 


Jardine, Jno, Manch, Draper. Nov 7. 
Steadman, Thos, Lye, near Penshurst, Nov 11. 





BANKRUPTCIES IN IRELAND. 


To surrender on Nov 25 andi 


Dwaine, Mary, Youghal, Cork, Draper, 
Dec 9 


Wade, Arthur, Fownes's-st, Dublin, Wine Merchant. 
Nov 25 and Dec 9. 

Dewar, Jas H, Grafton-st, Dublin, Jeweller. 
Dec 19. 

Doran, Andrew, Marlborough-st, Dublin, Grocer. To surrender on Nov 
28 and Dec 16. 


_To surrender on 


To surrender on Nov 28 and 


. 








O SOLICITORS.—OFFICE FOR PATENTS, 1, 
SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN,. LONDON, W.C... Messrs 
DAVIES & HUNT, Patent Solicitors, continue to procure B BRITISH and 
FOREIGN PATEN Ts, &c., at most moderate charges, and tors at 
ency rates. Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their 

HANDBOOK FOR INVENTORS,” gratis on application or by letter. 





TO ‘THE LEGAL PROFESSION. —THE RAD- 
NOR LUNCHEON BAR AND DINING SALOON, corner of Chan- 
cery-lane, Holborn. 

HENRY MILLS, having completed his extensive alterations in the 
above well-known and hitherto greatly neglected establishment, begs to 
solicit a trial from those gentlémen who have long sought (and he fears 
in vain) in this hbourhood for a first-class Restaurant. ‘The entrance 
is the first door in Chancery-lane, No. 73. The approach to the Di 
Rooms is by a ent stone staircase, where every article supplied will be 
the finest quality, served in the best style, and at the lowest possible 
prices. ; 

A succession of Joints will be served from One O'Clock till Eight, atOne 
Shilling and Sixpenc2 Each, which will include Bread, Vegetables, Cheese, 
Butter, Salad, &c. Soup or Fish, extra. 

The Wine Card will be found to comprise every variety of Wine calcu- 
lated to please the most fastidious taste, and at the lowest prices commen- 
surate with quality. Port or Sherry, a good Dinner Wine, One Shilling 
Quarter Bottle. 


ie and Liqueurs of the Choicest Quality. Private Rooms for Con» 


The Cuisine is carried on at the top of the house, under the superinten- 
pres of anu experie Chef. 
ny incivility or inattention on the part of any of the servants of the 
esablatinest, if mentioned to the proprietor, will meet'with immediate 
reprova ‘ 
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